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5834. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY; Petition of John T. B.runs 
and 61 other residents of Pana, Ill., urging passage of Senate 
bill 4 76 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of 
pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

5835. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Resolution of the · 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Charleston, W. Va., 
urging Congress to enact a law providing for Federal supervi
sion of motion pictures ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
. 5836. Also, resolution of the Woman's Christian Temperance 

Union of South Charleston, W. Va., urging Congress to enact 
a law providing for Federal supervision of motion pictures; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5837. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of citizens and res.idents of 
the thirty-first congressional district of New York, protesting 
against the United States entering the World Court ; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. , 

5838. By 1\fr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 31 citizens of 
Columbus. Ohio, urging passage of House bill 2562, proposing 
increased pension allowances for Spanish War veterans ; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

5839. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens 
of Indiana County, Pa., in favor of increased rates of pension 
for veterans of the war with Spain ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

5840. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of the mayor and city council 
of New Castle, Lawrence Comity, Pa., urging the enactment of 
House Joint Resolution 167, directing the President of the 
United States to proclaim October 11 of each year as General 
Pulaski's memorial day, for observance and commemoration of 
the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski ; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

5841. Also, petition of Hadassah Chapter, New Castle, Pa., 
Mrs. Louis F. Kohn, president; Mrs. Harold E. Abkowitz, 
secretary, opposing any change in the calendar which in any 
way endangers the fixity of the Sabbath, and the participation 
of the United States in any international conference for such 
purpose unless the delegates thereto are instructed to oppose 
such change; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5842. By Mr. WHITEHEAD: Petition of W. G. Shackelford 
and others, of Henry County, Va., urging the enactment of 
House bill 2562, for increase of pensions to Spanish-American 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5843. By Mr. WHITTINGTON: Petition of Martin G. Mc
Crail and 70 other citizens, to pass House bill 2562 and Senate 
bill 476, to increase rates of pension to Spanish-American War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5844. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition of L. C. Valle and 30 
other residents of Hot Springs, S. Dak., for the passage of legis
lation on behalf of Spanish-American War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, March 19, 1930 

(Legislative aa.y ot Mrmaay, Jawuary 6, 1990) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera
tion of the unfinished business. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

The Senate resumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to 
provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to 
encourage the industries of the United States, to protect Ameri
can labor, and for other purposes. • 

:Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate reconsider the vote taken last night by which the 
amendment to section 305 was concurred in, and I move that 
subparagraph (b) of the amendment adopted in Committee of 
the Whole be amended by substituting therefor the matter which 
I send to the desk. 

M:r. MOSES. Let it be reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that this is 

to correct a parliamentary situation. Without objection, the 
vote whereby the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in will be reconsidered. The provision 
now submitted by the Senator from Utah will be reported. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amend
ment made as in Committee of the Whole by substituting there-
for the following : · 

(b) Penalty on Government officers: Any officer, agent, or em
ployee of tlie Government of the United States who shall knowing:IJ: 

aid or abet any person engaged in any violation of any of the provisions 
of law prohibiting importing, advertising, dealing in, exhibiting, or 
sending or receiving by mail -obscene or indecent publications or repre
sentations, or books, pamphlets, papers, writings, advertisements, circu
lars, prints, pictures, or drawings containing any matter advocating or 
urging treason, or insurrection against the United States, or forcible 
resistance to any law of the United States, or containing any threat 
to take the lite of or inflict bodily harm upon any person in the United 
States, or means !or preventing conception or procuring abortion, or 
other articles o! indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be punishable by a 
fine o! not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at hard labor for not 
more than 10 years, or both." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. Without objection, the amend
ment as amended is concurred in. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. FESS. 1\ir. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George Keyes 
Ashurst Glass La Follette 
Baird Glenn McCulloch 
Barkley Goff McKellar 
Bingham Goldsborough McMaster 
Black Gould McNary 
Blaine Greene Metcall 
Blease Grundy Moses 
Borah Hale Norris 
Bratton Harris Nye 
Broussard Harrison Oddie 
Capper Hatfield Overman 
Caraway Hawes Patterson 
Connally Hayden Phipps 
Copeland Hebert Pine 
Couzens Heflin Pittman 
Cutting Howell Ransdell 
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind. 
Dill Jones Robsion, Ky. 
Fess Kean Schall 
Frazier Kendrick Sheppard 

Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

M:r. SHEPPARD. The junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] 
is necessarily detained from the Senate by illness. I will let 
this announcement stand for the day. 

I also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] and the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. REED], who are delegates from the United States to 
the London Naval Conference. 

M.r. SCHALL. My colleague [Mr. SHIPBTEAD] is unavoidably 
absent. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to announce that my colleague the 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BRocK] is necessarily de
tained from the Senate by illness. I ask that this announce
ment may stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators have an
swered to their names. A .quorum is present. 

EXPLANATION AND CORRECTION 
Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I notice in this morning's 

RECoRD, on page 5479, that the nomination of James A. Cobb 
to be judge of the municipal court of the District of Columbia 
was reported at the desk, and then the President pro tempore 
said: 

Without objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

On the same page, at the top of the second column, appear 
my remarks objecting to this nomination. 

I also wish to send to the desk a telegram from Professor 
Morse, of the University of South Carolina, in reference to a 
quotation from him made yesterday by the Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. WHEELER.], as found on page 5504 of yesterday's 
RECORD. I ask that the telegram may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will 
read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
COLUMBIA. S. C., March 18, 1930. 

Senator CoLE. L. BLEASE, 
United States Senate, Waahington, D. 0.: 

My position evidently misinterpreted. Do not approve unrestricted 
censorship by unqualified persons, but am as strongly opposed as anyone 
to importation and distribution of obscene books. 

JosiAH Moas:m. 

WASHINGTON AIRPORT-RETRACTION OF H. E. YOUNG'S CHARGES 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I desire to make this 

immediate, informal report to the Senate respecting certain 
charges which were publicly made in the city of Washington 
last Saturday night, and which, if true, would have impugned 
the integrity of pending airport legislation and Senators con
nected with it. 
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As reported in the Sunday newspapers 'Mr. · H. E.· Young, 
representing the Iowa-Thomas Circle Association, told a public 
meeting of the Federation of Citizens' Associations that the 
congressional Airport Commission's recommendation of a site 
was influenced by the fact that two United States Senators are 
financially interested in the property intended to be purchased. 
The prejudicial phrase, "airport grab," was accordingly used in 
headlines in one Washington newspaper report. The whole 
purport of all of these reports was to impute dishonesty to the 
Airport Commission's recommendation. 

Monday afternoon these reports were brought to the floor 
of the Senate by the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BINGHAM], chairman of the Airport Commission, who not only 
repudiated the insinuations but stated that the terms of the 
proposed purchase preclude any possibility of " grab '' or 
"graft." The terms speak for themselves in this respect. 

As a member of the Airport Commission and as chairman of 
the subcommittee of the District of Columbia Committee to 
which the Airport Commission's report has been referred, I 
immediately told the Senate that M.r. Young would be given 
immediate and insistent opportunity to prove or retract his 
charges. 

Within four hours thereafter Mr. Young was brought before 
the subcommittee on subprena. He immediately stated that all 
of his information was second hand; that he had no intention 
of impugning the motives of any Senator . when he used it ; but 
he declined to give the committee the name of his informant 

_until he had an opportunity to consult counsel. The committee 
gave him this opportunity. 

This morning at 10 o'clock Mr. Young appeared with counsel 
before the committee. He made a complete retraction. He 
stated that the names which had been given him were names of 
former Senators who are merely reputed to be stockholders in 
one of these private airports which it is proposed to purchase 
on an audited cost-plus basis. He stated that he erroneously 
had thought these former Senators are still Members of this 
body. He repudiated the interpretation put upon his Saturday 
night remarks by the newspapers and expressed his apology for 
any unfortunate inferences which might have resulted 
therefrom. 

In the light of this unequivocal statement under oath the 
committee felt it has no further interest in the pursuit of the 
sources of Mr. Young's gossip. 

I desire, however, to make these concluding observations. 
First. The Airport Commission members--speaking at least 

for myself and the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs], 
who conducted this week's hearings--rrever knew until this 
week that even any ex-Senators were stockholders in any of 
these private properties, and no remote criticism is entitled to 
attach to them because of the fortuitous fact that they happen 
to be such stockholders, if such is the fact. We do not know 
that it is the fact, and we do not care. 

Second. This episode is a shining' example of the ugly ease 
with which loose and groundless gossip can assassinate public 
chara.cter and fatally undermine public confidence in the public 
service. I dare to express the hope that there may be some 
small measure of admonition in it to others in this community 
and elsewhere who may find themselves tempted to indulge 
themselves in this reprehensible and poisonous practice. 
BPECJULATIOK ON CO'.M'ON AND GRAIN EXCHANGES (B. i>oo. NO. 116) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate· a communi
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, in response to Senate 
Resolution 21.8 (submitted by Mr. liEFLrN and agreed to February 
26, 1930), relative to means for the prevention of harmful 
speculations in cotton and wheat, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEYOIUAL9 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate resolutions of 
Highland Cc;>uncil, No. 297, Junior Order United American Me
chanics, of Hudson County, N. J., favoring the passage of legis
lation to restrict immigration from countries of the Western 
Hemisphere, and also the so-called Blease bill, providing for the 
registration of aliens, etc., which were referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

l'rlr_ FRAZIER presented the petition of C. H. Roney, of 
Oak~s, and 105 other citizens, all in the State of North Dakota, 
favoring certain changes in the administration· of the Federal 
farm loan act, which was referred to the Committee on Bank
rng and Currency. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, 
N. J., praying for the passage of legislation granting increased 
pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr_ SULLIVAN presented a resolution of the Lions' Club, 
of Kemmerer, Wyo., favoring a more generous program of 
national-forests highway road construction, which was refeiTed 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KENDRICK presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
the State of Wyoming, -remonstrating against any revision of 
the existing calendar unless a provision be included definitely 
guaranteeing the preservation of the continuity of the weekly 
cycle without the insertion of blank days, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. _ 

He also presented a petition of sundry employees of the 
Cheyenne (Wyo.) post office, praying for the passage of legis
lation providing for a shorter Saturday workday and addi
tional pay for postal employees as a reward for continuous 
service, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry citi
zens of the State of Wyoming, praying for the passage of legis. 
lation granting increased pensions to veterans of the Spanish 
War, which were ordered to lie on' the table. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Palacios, Tex., praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. . - • 

JUDGE HARRY B. ANDERSON, WESTERN DISTB.IOI' OF TENNESSEEl 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECoRD a telegram from Frayse-r Hinton, of Me-mphis, 
Tenn., commander of the Tennessee Commandery, Military 
Order of Foreign Wars of the United States, in reference to 
Judge Harry B. Anderson, who has been charged with certain 
matters. The commander asked me to place the telegrams be
fore a committee, and as the Committee on the Judiciary has. 
charge of all matters relative to district judges I ask that it 
be printed in the RECORD and referred to that committee. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the 
Committee o~ the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORI}, as follows : 

MEMPHIS, TENN., March 18, 1930. 
Senator K. D. MCKELLAR, 

Senate Office Builaing, WasMngton, D. 0.: 
Resolutions passed by executive committee Tennessee Commandery, 

Military Order of Foreign Wars, March 18, 1930: · 
"Whereas the Tennessee Commandery, Military Order of Foreign 

Wars, attention has been directed to certain allegations involving the 
Hon. Harry B. Anderson, judge of the District Court of the United 
States for the Western DiStrict of Tennessee; and 

" Whereas the said Harry B: Anderson is a man who answered the 
call of his country to the colors in time of war, and an active member 
oJ' the American Legion and Tennessee Commandery, Military Order of 
Foreign Wars ; and 

" Whereas the said Harry B. Anderson enjoys the confidence, respect, 
and love of all the ex-soldiers and citizens oJ' the city of Memphis who 
have had the privilege of knowing him: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Tennessee Oommandery, Militat·y Order of Foreign 
Wars, That we hereby affirm our confidence in the integrity of the said 
Harry B. Anderson .as judge of the United States District Court of the 
Western District of Tennessee and as a private citizen of the State of 
Tennessee ; be 1t further 

"Resol'V-ed, That the commander of the Department of Tennessee, Mili
tary Order of Foreign Wars, be directed to transmit copies of this reso
lution to the President of the United States, to Senator K. D. 
McKELLAR, and Congressman HUllERT FisHER, asking the latter gentle
man to place s.aid resolution upon file with the proper committee in 
Wa.shington. 

FRAYSER HINTON, 
Commander Tennessee aommanaery, MiUtary Order ot 

Foreign War8 ot the United States. 

REPORT OF A COMMIT'l"EED 

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
the resolution ( S. Res. 219) authorizing the Committee on the 
Library to employ a special assistant clerk during the re
mainder of the Seventy-first Congress, reported it without 
amendment. 

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 

.AB in open executive session, 
Mr. PIDPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

Roads, reported sundry post-offiee nominations, which were 
placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re
ported the nominations of sundry officers in the Army, which 
!.ere placed on the Executive Calendar. 
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ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that on to-day, March 19, 1930, that committee presented 
to the President of the United States the following enrolled 
joint resolutions: 

S. J. Res.17. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the United States Military 
Academy at West Point Bey Mario Arosemena, a citizen of 
Panama; and 

S. J. Res. 30. Joint resolution authorizing the use of tribal 
moneys belonging to the Fort Berthold Indians of North Dakota 
for certain purposes. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

Paragraph 403, on page 118, strike out lines 15 to 23, inclusive, 
and insert: 

"PAR. 403. Cedar commercially known as Spanish cedar, lignum
vitae, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, sa tin
wood, and all cabinet woods (except teak), and Japanese white oak 
and Japanese maple: In the form of veneers, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
in the form of sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other forms not fur
ther manufactured than sawed, and flooring, 15 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. CONNALLY submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows : 

I 
(Par. 320.) On page 72, line 11, strike out the figures "40" and 

insert in lieu thereof the figures " 20," so as make the paragraph read: 
" PAR. 320. Electric storage batteries and parts thereof, storage bat

tery plates, and storage battery plate material, wholly or partly manu
factured, all of the foregoing not specially provided for, 20 per cent 
ad valorem." A bill ( S. 3954) granting a pension to J ersha A. Allen ; to the 

Committee on Pensions. Mr. FLETCHER submitted amendments intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which 

lands to Ouachita "!ere ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows: 
By Mr. McNARY: 
A bill ( S. 3955) to transfer certain 

National Forest, Ark.; to the Committee 
Forestry. 

on Agriculture and 

A bill (S. 3956) to establish a laboratory for the study of 
the criminal, dependent, and defective classes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES : 
A bill ( S. 3957) for the relief of Lloyd Garretson Co. ; and 
A bill ( S. 3958) for the relief of Grant A. McNeal; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
A bill ( S. 3959) to amend the act entitled "An act making 

appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and prior fiscal years, and for 
other purposes," approved April 17, 1917; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 
A bill ( S. 3960) to provide for the extension of the boundary 

limits of the proposed Great Smoky Mountains National Park, 
the establishment of which is authorized by the act approved 
May 22, 1926 ( 44 Stats. 616) ; to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

By l\ir. WHEELER: 
A bill ( S. 3961) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

O'Reilly; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill ( S. 3962) for the relief of Dorothy R. Lewis ; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
A bill ( S. 3963) granting to certain enlisted men of the Army 

honorably discharged for disability the pay of retired warrant 
officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWES: 
A bill (S. 3965) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant 

an easement to the Wabash Railway Co. over the St. Charles 
Rifle Range, St. Louis County, Mo.; to the Committee on Com
merce. 

By Mr. DILL: 
A bill (S. 3966) to provide for the immediate payment to 

veterans of the amount of their adjusted service credit; to the · 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BRATTON: 
A bill ( S. 3967) for the relief of Joe S. Duran; to the Com

mittee on Finance. 
BY· Mr. COPELAND: . 
A bill ( S. 3968) for the relief of Allan MacRossie, jr.; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bill ( S. 3969) to provide for the further development of 

vocational education in the several States and Territories, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. NYE: 
A joint resolution (S. J: Res. 155) to provide for the naming 

of a prominent mountain or peak within the boundaries of 
Mount McKinley National Park, Alaska, in honor of Carl Ben 
Eielson; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

AMENDMENT TO DISTR.ICT APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. TYDINGS submitted an amendment providing an at~pro
priation of $37,000 for grading and improving the roadway of 
Rock Creek Park to the District line, intended to be proposed 
by him to House bill 10813, the District of Columbia appropria
tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THljl TARIFF BILL 

· Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows : 

(Par. 207.) On page 38, line 11, strike out "$2.50 '' and insert 
"$3.75," so as to read "china clay or kaolin, $3.75 per ton." 

On page 137, after the amendment agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole, in the item on avocados, insert the following : "Provided-, hOW'
ever, That no avocados shall be imported into the United States and/or 
until they shall have a fat content of not less than 8 per cent by weight 
by chemical analysis and all such imports shall be accompanied by a 
sworn certificate made by a competent chemist that each shipment has 
been tested and contains not less than 8 per cent fat content by weight 
by chemical analysis." 

(Sec. 316.) On page 305, line 23, to strike out the period and insert a 
comma and " except in so far as said act of Congress permits or au
thorizes the importation into the United States of avocados, or avocado 
pears, known also as alligator pears and mangoes, free of duty and as 
to these commodities this act shall govern." 

Mr. COPELAND submitted amendments intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which 
were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows : 

Paragraph 301, on page 56, beginning on line 15, after the comma, 
strike out the words "72 cents per pound on the tungsten content In 
excess of two-tenths of 1 per cent." 

Paragraph 368 (g), on page 103, line 17, insert after the word 
"taximeters," the words "and watchmen's time detectors." 

Paragraph 389, on page 113, line 5, change the numerals from " 30 " 
to" 20." 

Paragraph 411, on page 121, line 3, insert before the numerals "33%.," 
the words " $3 per pound and." 

On page 127, line 7, insert a new paragraph as follows: "PAR. 710%. 
Swiss cheese and Gruyere, 11 cents per pound." 

Paragraph 5{)1, on page 121, line 21, at the end of the paragraph insert 
the follo:wing : " : Provided, That in the case of any of the foregoing 
testing by the poiariscope 98 sugar degrees or above, in lieu of the rate 
calculated as above, the rate per pound shall be the sum of (1) the rate 
at 98 sugar degrees, calculated a.s above, plus (2) 0.625 of 1 cent." 

Paragraph 748¥.!, on page 137, strike out this paragraph and place 
&Vocados on the free list. 

Paragraph 761, on page 140, line 22, after the word "alfalfa,'' change 
the numeral to " 4 " ; after the word " clover " change the numeral 
" 5 " to " 2 " ; and in line 25, after the word " clover " change the nu
meral " 3 " to " 2." 

Paragraph 773, on page 144, line 2, after the word "rolls" strike 
out the words " soup tablets or cubes, and other soup preparations, 
pastes, balls," and in line 7, after the word "pound" strike out the 
period and insert a semicolon and the following : " vegetable extract, 
soup-flavoring extract, and other soup preparations, in cubes, tablets, 
balls, paste, liquid, or similar form, 15 cents per pound." 

Paragraph 909, on page 155, line 20, after the word " fabrics" strike 
out down to and including the word "chenilles " on line 22, so that 
the paragraph will read: "Pile fabrics (including pile ribbons), cut 
or uncut, whether or not the pile covers the entire surface, wholly or in 
chief value of cotton, and all articles, finished or unfinished, made or 
cut from such pile fabtics, 50 per cent ad valorem; if terry woven, 40 
per cent ad valorem ; velvet ribbons, 50 per cent ad valorem." 

Paragraph 1021, on page 168, line 15, after the words " ad valorem " 
insert the words " floor coverings made of sponge rubber, 25 per cent 
ad valorem." 

Paragraph 1211, on page 183, line 4, change the final period to a 
comma and insert the words : " if Jacquard-figured, 75 per cent ad 
valorem." 

·Paragraph 1306, on page 185, line 9, at the end of the paragraph, 
insert the words: "Provided, That all woven fabrics in the piece, 
whether or not in chief value of rayon, shall be dutiable under this 
paragraph, if mixed with silk and containing 15 per cent or more in 
weight of J.:ayon." 
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Paragraph 1537 (b), on page 232, at the end of the paragraph, 

insert the following : " but foregoing rates shall not apply to rubber
sponge material in block form approximately 120 millimeters by 80 
millimeters by 35 millimeters (these measurements to vary within com
m ercial limits) for the manufacture of soap dishes in assorted colors 
other than orange or red.'' 

Paragraph 1545, on page 235, line 12, change the numerals to " 15." 
Paragraph 1554, on page 241, line 1, change the rate to 50 per cent 

ad valo1·em. 
Paragraph 1623, on pa.ge 249, line 17, after the word "article," 

insert the words " except Swedish bread!' 
Paragraph 1812, on page 279, line 7, strike out the words in the 

parenthesis, namely : " except rugs and carpets made after the year 
1700." 

MIRIAM R. DINGLEY 

Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 240), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Continent Expenses of the Senate : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and 
directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to Miriam R. 
Dingley, widow of Edward Nelson Dingley, late the expert for the 
majority of the Committee on Finance, a sum equal to six months' 
compensation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his 
death. said sum to be considered inclusive of funeral expenses and all 
other allowances. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES AND APPROVAL 

Messages in writing were communicated to the Senate from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on March 12, 1930, the 
President approved and signed the act ( S. 2093) for the relief 
of the State of Alabama for damage to and destruction of reads 
and bridges by floods in 1929. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
205) to provide for the expenses of participation by the United 
States in the International Fur Trade Exhibition and Congress 
to be held in Germany in 1930. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT .RESOLUTION SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following em·olled bill and joint resolution, 
and they were signed by the Vice President : 

S. 3579. An act authorizing a per capita payment to the Sh(}
shone and Arapahoe Indians; and 

H. J. Res. 205. Joint resolution to provide for the expenses 
of participation by the United States in the International Fur 
Trade Exhibition and Congress to be held in Ge.rmany in 1930. 

REPORT ON UTILITY CORPO.B.ATIONB 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a few days ago 
there came to the Senate the usual monthly interim report from 
the Federal Trade Commission, investigating the activities of 
public utilities. In accordance with the order of the Senate 
heretofore · made this report · should be published as a public 
document; but, as it is very brief, I ask that it may be ineor
porated in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 

FEDERAL TRADE CoMMISSION, 

Washtngton, March rt, t!JSO. 
DEAR Sm: I have the honor to submit herewith the twenty-first 

interim report of the Federal Trade Commission for filing with the 
Secretary of the Senate, pursuant to Senate Resolution No. 83, Seven
tieth Congress, first session, in the matter of investigation of utility 
corporations. 

By direction of the commission. 
G.AIU..A..ND S. FERGUSON, Ohairman. 

PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 

Washington,, D. 0. 

FEDERAL TRADE CoMMISSION, 

Washington, March 15, t!JSO. 
To the Sena-te of the United Stat~: 

Pursuant to the direction of the Senate in Senate Resolution 83, 
Seventieth Congress, first session (approved February 15, 1928), re
garding the investigation of certain electric power and gas utilities 
companies, that this commission "report to the Senate within each 
30 days after the passage of the resolution and finally on the com
pletion of the investigation " upon the matters specified in the resolu
tion, and that it transmit therewith the stenographic report of the 
evidence taken, .this twenty-first interim report is respectfully submitted. 

During the JI\Onth following the last interim report work of the commis
sion's examiners has continued at the offices of six holding companies 
and six operating companies, chiefly in connection with the financial 
aspects of their business but covering also questions of intercompany 
relations and control, etc. 

Since the date of the last interim report public hearings as to the 
American Gas & Electric Co. and its subsidiary and associated com
panies were begun and completed. The American Gas & Electric Co. 
is a management as well as holding company, and its system embraces 
10 subsidiary operating utility companies operating in nine States. 
The operation of eight of these utility companies is connected by a 
main transmission line running northwest from the southern line of 
Virginia to points in southern Michigan, with branch lines into Ten
nessee and Ke'ntucky, and with two detached operations in Pennsylvn.nia 
and New Jersey. 

The bearings covered chiefly the financial and management aspects 
of the American Gas & Electric · group, including (1) growth of capital 
assets and capital liabilities; (2) the issues of securities and the pro
ceeds and expenses of such issues; (3) the extent of interest of the 
holding company in subsidiary public utilities and other companies and 
their relations with each other ; ( 4) the services furnished to the public
utility companies by the holding company or associated companies, and 
the earnings and expenses connected therewith; (5) the advantages or 
disadvantages of holding companies; (6) their activities with respect 
to municipal ownership, and other matters specified in the Senate 
Resolution 83. 

The bearings occupied 12 days, the first being on February 24, 19-30, 
the final hearing being concluded late yesterday afternoon, March 14, 
1930. Six examiners of the Federal Trade Commission were called as 
witnesses, including public-utility experts and accountants, 11 officials 
of the American Gas & Electric group of companies, and 2 other per
sons formerly connected with their affairs. 

The transcript ot the record and the exhibits relevant thereto will be 
transmitted as soon as the necessary verification of the transcript ot 
the record and the preparation of the exhibits can be taken care of .. 

Public hearings will be resumed, it is planned, in a short time, and 
will involve the examination of another of the importan ·· holding and 
management groups. The commission expects to allow the pertinent 
accounting statements prepared by its examiners to be reviewed by 
the companies' representatives in order to hear objections as to any 
matters of fact ;md thus to obviate unnecessary disputes in the hear
ings as to the results shown on the books and records. This procedure 
is economical of time in the long run, but involves an intermission b~
tween the hearings for di1ferent groups of companies. 

By direction of the commission. 
GARLAND S. FERGUSON, Jr., Ohairman. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) 
to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, 
to encourage the industries of the United States, to protect 
American labor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will 

state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. McNARY. I am curious to know if, at any time during· 

the discussion of the tariff bill, the Senate has entered into a 
unanimous-consent agreement to take up the various items 
schedule by schedule? At least, I know there has been a sort 
of an underqtanding that that would be the procedure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no such agreement as to 
individual amendments. 

Mr. McNARY. I am sure that our program has been fash
ioned upon that theory. It occurs to me, Mr. President, in full 
fairness to Members of this body, we should follow some logical 
procedure and practice. If a Senator has other duties to per
form than to be in his seat in the Senate, it is well for him to be. 
advised about when a schedule will come up and as to the 
order of procedure; otherwise, he might be detained at his office 
or in some other line of work, and be precluded from present
ing an amendment. If we are to take up the amendments that 
now remain in a slip-shod, hop-and-skip, catch-as-catch-can 
fashion, without anyone knowing the order to be followed, if 
we shall jump from the free list to Schedule 1, there may be no 
opportunity given to Senators who .may be temporarily absent 
to prepare and present logically amendments in which they 
may be interested. I should like to have some orderly method 
of procedure. I am curious to know if we are going to embark 
on a new policy entirely without order or method. As I under
stand, the Senator from Utah has ruther entered into an oral 
agreement with the Senator from Oklahoma to take up the oil 
item. Of course, the Senator from Utah has that right. 

1\Ir. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator from Oregon yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
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Mr. 1\IcNARY. Just a moment. I am not complaining about 

it; probably it is all right; but if we are going to start in that 
fashion, where will be the end? 

1\Ir. Sl\fOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Utah? · 
Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will remember that last evening 

I did make the statement on the floor that I was going to ask 
unan~mous consent that individual amendments be offered, be
ginning with Schedule 1, that that schedule should be com
pleted, and that "\<\""e should then proceed to consider the re
maining schedules in order until we were through with the 
bill. The object I had in view is that which the Senator has 
;now expressed. I think that is the proper way to proceed. 

The question arose last night as to whether we would take 
the oil item up to-day, but there was then no definite under
standing about it, as I remember. I did say, however, that 
I thought perhaps it would be well to dispose of the oil and 
lumber items before unanimous consent in regard to the con
sideration of individual amendments was asked. I would pre
fer, so far as I am concerned, to begin with Schedule 1 and 
go through the bill, schedule by schedule, in the way which has 
been suggested by the Senator from Oregon this morning. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
1\Ir. DILL. I want to know what there is about the oil item 

that makes it different from other items? Why can not all 
items come up in the regular way? Why can not this bill be 
taken up in an orderly manner, and let lumber and oil come 
up when they are properly reached, instead of specially singling 
them out? 

Mr. SMOOT. I would be perfectly satisfied to fo1low that 
course, but I was seeking to conform my action to what I 
understood to be the wishes of the Senators interested in those 
items. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Senator from Oregon just 

made a statement that there is an oral understanding between 
the Senator from Utah and myself. That is the way rumors 
get started. There is no such agreement. 

Last night the Senator from Utah, the chairman of the com
mittee, suggested that he would like to take up oil and lumber 
and get them out of the way first. Following that suggestion, 
I notified the Senate that I would be ready this morning at 
11 o'clock to present m'y oil amendment, and I am now ready 
to do so. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I make no objection to the 
understanding had between the two eminent Senators; it is 
perfectly proper. I do not want to molest that understanding; 
if I had an understanding I would go through with it, and I 
expect the Senator from Utah to do so. I have no complaint 
to offer; I am merely speaking about what I believe to be a 
logical and businesslike way of disposing of the remaining 
amendments. 

Mr. SMOOT. I had in mind that oil would come in the first 
schedule, anyway, and I did not see why it should not be taken 
up first. 

Mr. McNARY. I am not questioning where oil comes; I do 
not care where it comes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not see why the oil amendment should 
not be taken up this morning, because of the fact that it does 
fall in Schedule 1, and it would come in order at this time if I 
made the request for unanimous consent to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. President, I now ask unanimous ~onsent that in the 
presentation of individual amendments to the bill we begin 
with Schedule 1, complete amendments to that schedule, then 
proceed to Schedule 2, and when that is completed we proceed 
to Schedules 3, 4, and so forth, until the bill shall have been 
completed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
M:r. BLEASE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena

tor if he would object to taking a vote on my amendment to 
the cement item, so that we could get that ont of the way? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say that the amend
ment in regard to cement offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina is entitled to be considered before the other amend
ments are reached. It is next in order. Is there objection to 
the request of the Senator from Utah i 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, let us have an understanding 
about it. If, when Schedule 1 is completed, we take up Sched
ule 2, and then Schedule 3 and Schedule 4, and so forth, when 
the bill shall have been completed in that way, will Senators be 
precluded from going back and offering amendm·ents if they 
were not here or if they decide they should like to offer amend
ments? 

Mr. SMOOT. Under the unanimous consent as suggested, I 
should think so. 

Mr. DILL. Then I would have to object to such an agree
ment. Senators might have to be out of the Chamber when 
the schedule was finally adopted, and they would have no op
portunity thereafter to offer amendments to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. They ought to be here when the schedules are 
reached. I think that every Senator has been given every 
chance to offer amendments both as in Committee of the Whole 
and in the Senate. 

1\f'r. DILL. I see no reason why we can not provide for 
taking up the amendments in order, and then if at the end of 
the bill any Senator should desire to offer an amendment to 
any schedule that he should have an opportunity to do so. I 
do not think we ought to cut off Senators who may happen to 
be out of the Chamber at the time a particular schedule shall 
have been completed. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I should li1re to ask the Sena
tor from Utah a question. Suppose we go to the free list and 
take an article off the free list, and then we want to go back 
and put the item on the dutiable list; in the event action of 
that kind were taken, it would be necessary to go back to the 
dutiable list and put the item in the proper schedule. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am going to make a request to take care of 
that situation, if the unanimous-consent agreement shall be 
entered into, so as to provide that if in Schedule 1 an item 
shall be taken from the dutiable list and put upon the free 
list, the action of putting it upon the free list may be taken 
at the same time automatically; and, in like manner, if an 
item shall be taken from the free list and put on the dutiable 
list. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Regular order! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is considera

tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from South 
·Carolina to the amendment agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole relative to cement. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am prepared to accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Washingt on [Mr. DILL] and :renew my request 
for unanimous consent so that we may provide a regular order 
of procedure. Then Senators, at least, will know when the 
various items are coming up. So I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Washington. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 'request 
of the Senator from Utah for unanimous consent? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the request be stated. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Utah re

peat his request for unanimous consent? 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. I ask unanimous consent that in the further 

consideration of the pending bill for individual amendments we 
begin with Schedule 1, continue its consideration until completed, 
that then we shall proceed with the consideration of Schedule 2, 
and after that is completed we shall proceed in like manner to 
consider the remaining schedules in their order until the bill 
shall have been completed. Furthermore, in accordance with 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
DILL], I ask that when the bill shall have been completed in 
that way, any Senator who has been absent when any of the 
schedules were considered may have the right to offer individual 
amendments to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I object to any such procedure. If we are 

going to inaugurate an orderly procedure, let us follow it to 
the end. To say that at the conclusion of the bill, after we 
have completed the schedules, any Senator may thereafter offer 
individual amendments, is not to proceed in that fashion at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from California ob
jects. 

1\fr. HARRISON. Mr. President, if I can get the ear of the 
Senator from Utah I should now like to make a suggestion to 
him. We are about to begin the consideration of individual 
amendments, and I was going to ask the Senator from Utah if 
he would not submit a unanimous-consent request for limita
tion of debate upon individual amendments. If a greater time for 
debate is desired on the lumber and oil amendments and on the 
amendment the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRis] is going 
to offer, which is of some importance, let us make an exception 
in those three cases, but let us try to get a limitation of debate 
so that we can wind up this bill within some reasonable time. 
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Mr. SMOOT. I indorse the suggestion made by the Senator 

from Mississippi, but I wondered whether we could reach 
such an understanding at this time until the oil amendment was 
out of the way. 

M.r. HARRISON. The trouble is that the Senator has not 
made such a request, but has said "let us wait," and, if he 
shall wait, we will talk about seven hours here upon the oil 
proposition, and then we may not get an agreement. I desire to 

.... submit a unanimous-consent request, Mr. President. 
Mr. SMOOT. I will submit such f! request at the present 

time. 
Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I rise to a 

point of order. Is not a request for unanimous consent now 
pending~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was objected to. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON] 

objected. 
l!r. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that, with the ex

ception of the lumber and oil amendments and the amendment 
to be offered by the Senator fro-m Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS], each 
Senator be limited to not more than 10 minutes on any amend
ment offered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hope that request will be granted. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I regret that I have to object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
Mr. HARRISON. I will inquire of the Senator from Nevada 

is there some other exception he desires to have made? If so, 
let us make that exception. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator from Nevada want to make 
an exception of the silver amendment? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes. 
Mr. HARRISON. Very well, I will include silver in the 

exceptions. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. NYE. I inquire if the proposed agreement includes all 

amendments that may be proposed. 
Mr. SMOOT. It includes them all outside of the ones ex

cepted. 
Mr. NYE. What are the ones excepted? 
Mr. HARRISON. The amendments excepted are those relat

ing to lumber, oil, silver, and the amendment to be offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS]. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary will state the pending amendment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 252, after line 21, in the amend

ment heretofore adopted as in Committee of the Whole, the 
Senator from South Carolina proposes to insert the following: 

Imported by or for the use of, or for sale to, a State, county, parish, 
clty, town, municipality, or political subdivision of government thereof, 
for public purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr: HALE. Mr. President, may the amendment be stated 
again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be restated; 
and the Senate will please be in order, so that it will not be 
necessary to state amendments twice. 

The Chief Clerk restated the amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] to 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BLEASE (when his name was called). I have a pair 

with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. W .ALCO'IT] ; but he 
informed me that on this amendment he would vote as I shall 
vote. Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. GOULD (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote "nay." 

Mr. JOHNSON (when his name was called). Upon this ques
tion I am paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
NoRBECK] ; but ina-smuch as both of us would vote in like 
fashion, I cast my vote "yea." 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I again an
nounce my general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. DENEEN]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. FLETCHER] and will vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. SCIIALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is unavoidably absent. I ask that 
this announcement may stand for the day. 

l\fr. THOMAS of Idaho- (when his name was _called). On 
this question I have a pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
BRooKHART]. If he were present he would vote "yea," and if 
I were at liberty to vote I should vote " nay." 

Mr. WATSON (Wh{!n his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] 
to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Il.AsTINGS) and will vote. 
I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 

Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] to the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. NORBFXJK] and will vote. I vo-te "yea." 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to announce that the senior 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHJPSTEAD) is unavoidably absent. 
Be is paired with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BROOK]. If the senior Senator from Minnesota were present he 
would vote "yea." 

1\fr. BINGHAM.. Mr. President, I think there is some mis
understanding about the vote o-f my colleague [Mr. W A.LOO'IT]. 
He had a pair with the Senator fro-m South Carolina [Mr. 
BLEASE]. I understand that in view of the fact that this amend
ment is offered by the Senator from South Carolina, my col
league released him from the pair. If my colleague were present 
he would vote "nay," but the Senator from South Carolina is 
released from the pair. 

Mr. BLEASE. My understanding was that the Senator would 
vote as I have voted on this particular amendment. I may have 
misunderstoo-d him, but that was my understanding. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. I transfer my pair to the junior 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. W .A.L<XYrr] and will vo-te. I 
vote "nay." 

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted. 
Mr. HARRISON. I have a pair with the senior Senator from 

Oregon and therefore withdraw my vote. If at liberty to vote, 
I should vote "yea." 

Mr. KEAN (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
change my vote from " nay " to " yea." 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce that the Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. REED] ha,s a general pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

The result was announced-yeas 42, nays 37, as follows: 
YE.A..S--42 

Allen gmting Johnson Steck 
Ashurst Kean Stephens 
Barkley Frazier Kendrick Swanson 
Black George La Follette Thomas, Okla. 
Blaine Glass McMaster Trammell 
Blea e Glenn Norris ~dings Borah Harris Nye alsh, Mass. 
Bratton Hawes Overman Walsh, Mont. 
Capper Hayden Schall Wheeler 
Caraway Hefiln Sheppard 
Connally Howell Simmons 

NAYS-37 
Baird Grundy Oddie Sullivan 
Bingham Hale Patterson Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Hatfield Phipps Townsend 
Copeland Hebert Pine Vandenberg 
Couzens Jones Ransdell Wagner 
Dale Keyes Robinson, Ind. Waterman 
Fess McCulloch Robsiond Ky. Watson 
Gofl' McKellar Shortri ge 
Goldsborough Metcalf Smoot 
Greene Moses Steiwer 

NOT VOTING-17 
Brock Gould Norbeck Smith 
Brookhart Harrison Pittman Walcott 
Deneen Hastings Reed 
Fletcher King Robinson, Ark. 
Gillett McNary Shipstead 

So Mr. B.LEAsE's amendment to the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole us 
amended. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I give notice that I shall move 
for a reconsideration of the vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator enters his motion. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, what was the motion made 

by the Senator from New Jersey? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator entered a motion to 

reconsider. 
Mr. KEAN. Not now, Mr. President. 
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Mr. HARRISON. I move--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated that the motion 

had been entered. Let the Senate be in order. All Senators 
will please take their seats. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will not answer a par

liamentary inquiry until the Senate is in order. [After a pause.] 
The Senator will State his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLEASE. Did the Senator give notice of a motion or 
did he make a motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He entered his motion. 
Mr. BLEASE. I move to lay the motion on the table. 
Mr. KEAN. I said I would enter the motion at the proper 

time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the motion has not been 

entered. · 
Mr. BLEASE. I move to reconsider the vote by which my 

amendment was agreed to, and move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to 
lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point 

of order. 
~fr. JONES. The Senator from South Carolina could not 

make a motion to reconsider. 
Mr. BLEASE. Yes, I could. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator made the motion, and 

moved to lay that motion on the table. That motion is not de
batable. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Secre
tary will call the roll. 

Mr. TYDINGS. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inquiry. 
Mr. TYDINGS. In order to set myself straight, I desire to 

propound this inquiry : If there is a motion to reconsider, fol
lowed by a motion immediately to lay that motion on the table, 
would not that have the parliamentary effect of killing every
thing that has just been done? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Only the ;reconsideration of the 
vote, that is all. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will not the 
Chair state the pending question? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. JOHNSON addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on a mo

tion to table a motion to reconsider. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, may I suggest to the 

Senator from South Carolina that he withdraw his motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table? There are many 
Senators who hesitate to vote to lay a motion to reconsider on 
the ta biEr--

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am asking the Senator if he will not 

withdraw his motion for the moment. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I unite in that request. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. 
Mr. ASHURST. Let the roll be called. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I again trans

fer my pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] 
to the senior Senator from ~lorida [Mr. F'LEn'oHER] and vote 
"yea." 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr. SHIPsTEAD's name was called). 
I desire to announce that the senior Senator from Minnesota has 
a pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BROCK]. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to my pair and transfer as on the last 
vote, I vote " yea." -

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have 
a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
WALCOTT] and vote. I vote " nay." 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] 
to the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS] and vote 
"nay.'' 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs: 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GouLD] with the Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING] ; and 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON]. 
The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 54, as follows : 

Allen 
Ashurst 
Barkley 
Blaine 
Blease 
Capper 
Caraway 

Baird 
Bingham 
Black 
Borah 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Cutting 
Dale 
Dill 
Fess 
Frazier 
Glenn 

Connally 
George 
Glass 
Harris 
Harrison 

· Hawes 
Hayden 

YEAS-27 
Kendrick 
McMaster 
Norris 
Nye 
Overman 
Schall 
Simmons 

N:AYS-54 
Goff McCulloch 
Goldsborough McKellar 
Greene · McNary 
Grundy Metcalf 
Hale Moses 
Hatfield Oddie 
Hebert Patterson 
Heflin Phipps 
Howell Pine 
Johnson Ransdell 
Jones Robinson, Ind. 
Kean Robsion, Ky, 
Keyes Sheppard 
La Follette Shortridge 

NOT VOTING-15 
Brock Gillett Norbeck 
Brookhart Gould Pittman 
Deneen Hastings Reed 
Fletcher King Robinson, Ark. 

Stephens 
Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Tydings 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Sullivan 
'.rhomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Shipstead 
Smith 
Walcott 

So the Senate refused to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on reconsider-
ing the vote whereby the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that matter is debatable, is it not? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is debatable. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a situation has just arisen 

which I have never seen arise before, and I desire to ask the 
Chair whether, when a Senator gives notice of his intention to 
enter a motion to reconsider, and then an(}ther Senator who 
was also in the majority, moves to reconsider, it does' away 
with the right of the first-named Senator to offer his motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There can be only one motion made 
to reconsider. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I was about to ask the question 
the Senator from Connecticut has propounded. . 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, a Senator's intention to 
offer a motion to reconsider can not preclude another Senator 
from making the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled. The ques
tion is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 

from South Carolina if he will not withdraw his motion, in view 
of the fact that the Senator from New Jersey had previously 
given notice of his intention to enter such a motion. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, this amendment has been here 
since the 8th day of September. It has been whipped in and 
whipped out, and whipped around, as a Senator sitting near 
me suggests, until I am tired waiting for action on it. If the 
Senate wants to lull it, let it kill it, but I want to have it settled 
one way or the other, and I shall not withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. BRATTON. May I ask the Chair whether the Senator 

from New Jersey voted with the prevailing or the losing side? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He voted with the prevailing side. 
Mr. KEAN. I voted with the prevailing side. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has answered the ques

tion. The yeas and nays have been requested. Is there a sec
ond? 

Mr. HALE. The motion is debatable, is it not? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated that it is 

debatable. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Jersey arose to address 

the Senate, and I yield to him. 
Mr. KEAN. Mr. President--
Mr. FESS. Mr. ·President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 

yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. KEAN. I yield. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that de

bate upon the motion to reconsider be limited to 10 minutes for 
each Senator, and that no Senator be allowed to speak more 
than once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, in regard to this amendment, it 
seems to me that if the amendment is agreed to, we might have 
a similar amendment affecting beef, or anything that goes into 
public consumption; that the hospitals and public institutions 
might likewise demand that everything they bought should come 
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in free of duty. The corporatio:DS which make cement,- and the 
corporations which make other articles, are the people of the 
United States who pay the taxes, and they are entitled, since 
they pay the taxes, to have their goods consumed by the people 
who spend their money. The cement companies pay taxes in 
almost every State in the Union. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 

yield to the Senator from Arizona? 
Mr. KEAN. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Would it not be perfectly natural for the 

State authorities to give preference to their taxpayers in the 
purchase of cement? 

Mr. KEAN. I agree to that; surely. 
Mr. HAYDEN. In· that event, the enactment of this legisla

tion would serve only one useful purpose-that is, if the pro
ducers of cement tried to extort too high a price from the State 
the State could have recourse to the necessary importations. 

Mr. KEAN. The trouble with that is that the importers of 
cement will bring in their cement at a little lower price. The 
law in almost every State requires that the State or the public 
institutions buying any goods shall buy from the lowest bidder, 
whether his bid is one cent or one dollar, or any other amount, 
under the next highest bid. -

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator will yield further, the almost 
universal specification is not that the contract shall go to the 
lowest bidder, but to the lowest and best bidder, which allows a 
certain amount of discretion. I know it is the almost universal 
rule for States and counties to give preference to their taxpayers 
in the purchase of goods. It seems to me there is very little 
danger-- . . 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I yielded only for a question. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey de

clines to yield further. 
Mr. KEAN. In addition to that, there is not a country in 

the world that to-day is not urging its people to exclude foreign 
products and buy from their own citizens. England is doing it. 
Belgium is building 400 miles of cement road, specifying that 
no cement shall be used in those roads except cement that is 
made in Belgium. Japan is doing the same thing. Every other 
nation in the world except the United States is urging that all 
the products of the country shall be used in that country. This 
amendment is taking away the rights of the American people 
and the rights of the American workingman and trying to give 
them to somebody on the other side of the world. In other 
words, it is proposed to take bread out of the mouths of Ameri
can workingmen and give it to foreigners. -

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I would like to give the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEA.N] an example of what re
cently occurred in my own State. We are building roads there
magnificent roads. The commissioner of highways asked for 
bids from the cement trusts here in this country, and they 
were excessively high. He tried to get them to reduce t;p.eir bids, 
but could not do so. He told them then that he would have 
to purchase the cement from Belgium, which he finally did at 
a saving of several thousand dollars. After he had ordered the 
cement from Belgium the domestic cement people came to him 
and tried to get him to order from them by reducing their bids. 
That is an example of what happened in my State, and it is 
what will happen in other States if we leave it to a Cement 
Trust here to make these high bids to municipalities. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I want to add just ·a word to 
the testimony given by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OvERMAN]. The other day the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. HATFIELD] stated that the cement industry of West Vir
ginia was -being crushed by foreign competition. Within five 
days after the Senator had pleaded for the cement industry of 
West Virginia, the State of West Virginia set a certain day for 
the letting of contracts for public buildings, and the day before 
those contracts were to be let the cement companies of West 
Virginia raised the price of cement. The authorities of West 
Virginia protested against the unwarranted action of the 
Cement Trust in arbitrarily raising the price of cement one day 
before the State was to enter into contracts for public 
buildings. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, confirming what the Senator 
from South Dakota just stated, the building which was to be 
constructed in West Virginia, as I understand it, was an addi
tion to the penitentiary. The cement makers got together and 
raised the price 30 cents a barreL As a result o-f that action the 
present auditor of the State of West Virginia within the last 
two weeks has recommended that West Virginia build a cement 
plant of its own in order to circumvent any such action as that 
in the future. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, the Senator from South 
Dak~ta [Mr. McMA.sTEB] put words in my moJ}th whi~ I did 
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not utter. I did not say that the foreign cement industry was 
crushing the cement industry of West Virginia. The Senator 
asked me the question whether or not the cement industry in 
West Virginia would be helped by the ado-ption of a tariff on 
cement. I replied that ·it would indirectly, not necessarily, 
because West Virginia would be able to ship her cement out of 
the State and thus have a larger market, but because the cement 
industry generally throughout the country would be better off 
11 we sold more domestic cement for use in the construction of 
our roads and to our own people, instead· of having it shipped 
in from Europe and sold to our domestic consumers. 

So far as West Virginia is concerned, so far as her rates are 
concerned, the increase in the rate that was made on cement by 
the American producers was made effective last fall and not, as 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] stated, oiuy a few 
weeks ago or just before the contracts were to be let. 

For the information of the Senator from Kentucky, who deals 
with American industries rather loosely in so far as tariff effi
ciency gqes, I wish to say that the State of West Virginia has 
expended more than $100,000,000 on her roads. She is letting 
contracts to-day and to-morrow and possibly next week, and 
when she does it she will be able to take care of her own pur
chases, and it will not be necessary for the Senator from Ken
tucky to deal with the economic phase of the industries of West 
Virginia. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am not attempting to deal 
with the industries of West Virginia, certainly not so long as 
they have such an able representative here as my friend from 
that State who has just spoken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to remind Sen
ators that under the unanimous-consent agreement entered into 
each Senator is limited to one speech on the pending question. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thought I was asking the Senator from 
West Virginia a question. I did not know he had yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not know what proportion of 
the cement that comes into this country is used by counties, 
parishes, cities, towns, municipalities, or political subdivisions 
of the Government, but I imagine it is a very considerable ma
jority of the whole amount of cement that is used in this coun
try. Obviously, if the-duty is taken off or is changed according 
to the terms of the amendment of the Senator ·from South 
Carolina [Mr. BLEABE], the whole purpose of a duty on cement 
will fail. 

One of the arguments that was made against a duty on cement 
was that the farmer uses cement and that he would be better 
off if cement were left on the free list. The only p·erson ap
parently who is not exempted by the proposed amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina is the farmer. He will have to 
pay a higher price for his cement if, as the proponents of the 
proposition state, the price of cement will be raised by the duty. 
I do not think the price of cement will be raised at all by the 
duty as far as the country at large is concerned. It will un
doubtedly affect us on the eastern and western coasts of the 
country. 

Mr. Mol\>IASTER Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. HALE. I yield. 
Mr. McMASTER. If the duty on cement will not raise the 

price, why does the Senator from Maine object to it, because 
the local companies will be able to furnish it at the regular 
price? 

Mr. HALE. I have said that the country at large would not 
be affected, but on the seaboard undoubtedly it would affect the 
price of cement. 

I do not want to weary the Senate, but I have ah·eady brought 
up the case of the cement works which we have in Maine that 
can not compete with European cement which is brought into 
this· country. There is no advantage in my going into that 
question again. We have come up against an insurmountable 
obstacle. The company operates now at a loss, and will continua 
to operate at a loss, if indeed it operates at all, unless a duty is 
put on cement. Obviously, as I said, if the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina prevails, we will get little benefit 
out of the . duty. I hope very much that the amendment will be 
reconsidered and defeated. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, may I have the atten
tion of the Senator from South Carolina? 

M:t. BLEA.SE. Certainly. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I want to ask a question of interpreta

tion. I want to inquire whether under the language of the 
amendment it would not be possible for a private importer to 
import cement, stating that it is for sale to a municipality, 
though not having the actual ~e in hand? 
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Mr. BLElASE. I understand that the party who orders the 

cement must show beforehand that he is the agent of the city, 
municipality, or other political subdivision. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then may I ask the Senator why it 
would not still accomplish the very purpose he has in mind if 
the words " or for sale to " be stricken out, so there can be no 
possible question about it? His amendment then would still 
apply to all imports by and for the use of a city, and so forth. 

Mr. BLEASE. I will state to the Senator that I can not do 
that now under the parliamentary situation. My idea is to let 
the amendment go to conference and let it be straightened out 
there if there is any objection to it in its present form. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Under the parliamentary practice the 
Senator can perfect his amendment. 

Mr. BLEASE. Not now on a motion to reconsider. -
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, to my mind this is the most 

amazing proposal we have heard in this body. Here we are 
striving to build up American institutions. We make large 
appropriations for the American merchant marine. We are all 
the time waving the Stars and Stripes. Yet here we propose 
to bring into the United States for sale the product of European 
factories, and for sale to whom? To divisions of the Govern
ment. I am amazed to think that the proposal should be coun
tenanced for a moment. 

If there is any State in the Union that would profit more by 
the adoption of this proposal than mine I do -not know where 

· it i.B. If there is another city which would profit more _ by the 
adoption of thiB amendment than mine, I do not know where 
that city is to be found. But in New York State and New York 
City we are too patriotic to desire to have cement brought in 
and sold to us at any cheaper price than the humble American 
citizen has to pay for it. 

It is the Atlantic seaboard that will be largely affected by 
this sort of thing. I came here and pleaded with the Senate 
to place a duty upon cement in order that the cement factories 
in the Hudson River Valley might operate and in order that 
men working there might continue to be erp.ployed. To adopt 
this amendment would be to destroy the entire purpose of the 
bill. I plead with Senators not to do it. If Senators care at 
all for the welfare of labor in this country they will vote for 
such tariffs as will make it possible to operate our factories. 

When I made my first talk in the Senate on the matter of 
cement I stated that it had been told to me that the Commerce 
Building here in the city of Washington was being erected and 
in it cement from abroad was being used. I was very glad, 
indeed, to receive an indignant protest from the Secretary of 
Commerce denying that that was the fact. Every division of 
government in this country should be ashamed to buy this prod
uct or any other product at less money than must be paid for it 
by the most humble citizen. I plead with Senators not to vote 
for the change. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. McMASTER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 

n·om New York to the fact that in the city of New York, where 
they have lived under free trade, of course, in reference to 
cement for more than 10 years, out of every 250 barrels of ce
ment consumed in the city of New York, all of it is produced by 
American manufacturers except only one barrel which is im
ported. '.rhat is to say, the American manufacturer sells in the 
city of New York 250 barrels of cement for every foreign barrel 
of cement that is sold there. 

Mr. COPELAND. I assume that my genial friend the Senator 
from South Dakota considers that an argument. We have 
brought into this country--

:Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President--
Mr. COPELAND. I must decline to yield. Let the Senator 

reply in his own time. There were brought into the United 
States last year 3,000,000 barrels of foreign cement; but if only 
one barrel had come in, the very fact that in my city they had 
to face the possibility of the competition of foreign cement, forced 
the American manufacturers to meet the foreign price. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the S~nator from New York 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. COPELAND. Now I yield to everybody. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does tlle Senator yield the floor? 
Mr. COPELAND. No; not as yet. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can not yield to every

body unless he yields the floor. 
Mr. COPELAND. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena

tor if he is correct in the statement that last year we imported 
3,000,000 barrels of cement? My recollection !s that we only 

imported 1,700,000 barrels of cement in the entire United States 
last year. , 

Mr. COPELAND. Very well; let us say we imported only 
1,700,000 barrels. I say the importations amounted to 3,000,000 
barrels, but I do not care as to that. As I said a moment ago, 
whether the importations were millions of barrels or one bar
rel, the fact that we have potential competition from Europe 
means that the American manufacturer must bring his price 
down to a level which makes it possible for him to sell and to 
prevent the contract going to a foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield further to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Those 1,700,000 barrels of cement imported 

were about 700,000 barrels less than were imported the year be
fore. The price of the American product was lowered and 
raised at the whim of the manufacturers of cement, because 
they lowered it 20 cents a bai"rel in August and raised it 20 
cents a barrel in December, while imports were declining. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, there is no argument that 
can be used which would change the opinion of the Senator 
from Kentucky, and I am not going to seek to do it. I know, 
however, from personal observation that factories within rifle 
shot of where I live are not operating, .and that there have 
been brought into New York millions of barrels of cement. If 
the Senate has any desire at all to 'relieve unemployment
and we have heard great speeches on the subject in the Sen
ate--it should vote to .maintain the rate now in the bill or 
some other tariff rate. I plead with the Senate to maintain the 
rate upon cement which has been determined by the Senate. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I wish to point out the 
viciousness of this proposal. In most cases the States have 
laws and municipalities operate under charters requiring con
tracts to be let to the lowest bidder. Those laws and charters 
do not, for patriotic purposes, permit public officials to select 
the home product if the imported product is quoted at a lower 
price. So, if this amendment shall be adopted, the foreign 
bidders or importers who may submit lower bids than those 
of the domestic producers, will secure the business under the 
provisions of the State laws and under the provisions of 
municipal charters. That will result in the taxpayers, the 
very workers themselves, paying taxes for public improvements 
and at the same time aiding foreign labor. · 

In other words, the unemployed and the workers who ordi
narily produce this product, would be required to go down in 
their pockets and pay foreigners, because, by reason of such 
importations coming in free, they could submit the lowest bid, 
and public officials would be required, under the law, to accept 
the lowest bid. It seems absurd to me to ask the taxpayers 
themselves to go down in their pockets to pay for the main
tenance of foreign industries. In the case of private purchasers 
the situation is somewhat different, as the Senator from New 
York has said; but the law gives to municipalities and States 
the privilege, in fact, it almost imposes the obligation upon 
them, under the requirement as to awarding contracts to the 
lowest bidders, to purchase the foreign prod,uct, thus making 
the c!tizens of the communities pay out of their pocket& for 
the maintenance of foreign indJistries. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 

yield to the Senator from Arizona? 
Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Is it not true that under most of the State 

statutes in asking bids for supplies for public works the officials 
are authorized to accept the lowest and best bid; that they 
reserve the right to reject any and all bids ; and, therefore, 
there is a certain amount of discretion permitted as to what is 
the best bid? 

Mr. COUZENS. I desire to point out to the Senator that 
he is entirely wrong. It is true that if a bid is made by an 
incompetent bidder, one who is not able to carry out the pro
visions of the contract1 the officials may reject the bid, but if 
a :perfectly legitimate and responsible bidder makes the lowest 
bid, and the p\lblic official fails to accept that bid, I have 
known of cases where the taxpayers have gone into court to 
mandamus the official to follow the charter or follow the law 
and compel him to accept the lowest bid. I know of no case 
where a responsible bidder submitting the lowest bid is not 
required to be awarded the ... conh·act. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. P..resident, is it not the fact that under 

the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina contracts 
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for work to be done with the money ·now being appropriated 
by the Federal Government for the purposes of public build
ings, and with the· money being appropriated as Federal aid 
to State highway systems, which are using large quantities of 
cement, would all be open to bidders who use foreign cement, 
under the manner in which the bidders are now awarded con
tracts for construction of Federal buildings; and in the con
struction of Federal highways would not that cement come in 
free? 

Mr. COUZENS. Wbether or not it would come in free, th~ 
amendment leaves it open to- come in ftee-

1\Ir. PHIPPS. That is true. 
Mr. COUZENS. And if the Federal Government is required 

to let contracts to the lowest bidders, no matter whera they come 
from as long as they are responsible bidders. 

Mr. PHIPPS. In other words, the money that the Federal 
Government is now appropriating for Federal buildings and for 
Federal highways may be spent, in large measure, for the pur
chase of foreign cement, whereas· our own cement factories along 
the sea coast and along the Canadian border in many cases are 
closed down for lack of business. 

Mr. COUZENS. I assume the Senator is making a speech, 
and I am in accord with the views of the Senator. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I thought the Senator would be in accord with 
me. I merely wanted to make that point._ 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I should like to state that in 
a recent case I protested to the Treasury Department that in 
the construction of Federal buildings in the North and in other 
sections, cheap labor of all kinds is being br-ought in, thus de
pressing the local labor market ; that, though thousands are 
unemployed in various districts, other :workers are brought in 
to erect Federal buildings. My response from the Treasury 
Department and from the President was to the effect that under 
the law they .were required to award the contracts to the lowest 
bidder. If that is true-and ·it is undoubtedly true=-then the 
Federal Government as well as municipalities and State govern
ments are required to let contracts to the lowest bidders, regard
less of whether the bidder brings in foreign cement or domestic 
cement. This is a very unusual procedure. It is stated to me 
by persons who ought to know that this is the first time in the 
history of tariff legislation that such a proposal has been sub
nUtted and considered. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr-. President, if I may have the attention 
of the Senator from South Caro-lina, I desire to say that I am 
sure what the Senator has·in mind is to exempt from the duty 
cement which is actually used by States· and municipal subdi
visions thereof in the construction of highways? 

Mr. BLEASE. Yes. 
Mr. BRATTON. I join the Senator from Michigan in the 

expression of some apprehension that this amendment goes 
beyond that and will authorize an importer to bring in cement 
duty free upon the mere assertion that it is for sale to a State 
or a municipal subdivision. That might result in bringing in 
vast quantities of cement duty free that never would actually 
be used in the construction of highways. 

I believe we all agree that what the Senator from South 
Carolina has in mind is to exempt a certain class -of cement 
from duty, namely, that which is actually used in higliway con
struction. Accordingly, I am inclined to believe that, notwith-

. standing the parliamentary situation, the Senate would give 
-unanimous consent to eliminate from the amendment, if the 
Senator from South Carolina shares. the view I have attempted 
to express, the words " or for sale to/' After those words were 
·stricken out, the amendment would read: 

Imported by or for the use of a State. county, parish, city, town, 
municipality, or political subdivision of government thereofA for public 
'purposes. 

I appeal to. the Senator to ask unanimous consent to strike 
those words from his amendment now, and then let us vote 
upon the motion to reconsider, with those words stricken out. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico 

yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 
Mr. COUZENS. I would have to object to that procedure, 

because if this amendment is going through I want it to go 
through in just as " rotten •• a form as possible. 

Mr. BRATTON. If the Senator from Michigan entertains 
that philosophy in writing tariff legislation, I am wasting words 
in discussing a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, I rise to express 
my disapproval of this amendment by the Senator from South 
Carolina. It was only a few weeks ago that there was so much 
distress on account of unemployment and depression in the 
business world that Preside:qt HQOver called together the cap-

tains of industry· a:nd the leaders· of labor as well as many of 
those directing the business activities of the. Federal Govern
ment, in the hope that the situation might be relieved. At that 
time I was a Member of the House of Representatives, and the 
Committee on Roads of that body, upon the urge of the Presi
dent, pmposed to increased the Federal contribution in aid for 
the construction of roads; from $75,000,000 a year to $125,000,000 
a year for the next three years. Furthermore, a building bill 
was immediately introduced and passed in the House of Repre
sentatives adding ·sev~ral hundred million dollars to the Federal 
building program. 

It seems to me, however~ that if we now permit Belgian 
cement to- come in free of duty, and shut down our own cement 
mills, factories, and other industries, we will nullify these two 
measures for roads and public buildings on the oort of Congress 
to aid unemployment and business in this country, and stimulate 
business in Belgium and other foreign countries. . 

What will it profit us if we spend $125,000,000 a year of 
Federal money in building roads, and the cement is to be fur
nished by the cheap labor of some foreign country, and thereby 
shut down and close our own cement factories and mills? And 
what will it profit us, in our effort to stimulate business and 
furnish employm-ent to labor in this. country, if we use the 
millions and millions of dollars proposed to be expended in 
lmilding pub-lic b-uildings if we get the material from foreign 
countries instead of from our own? 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FEss in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Kentucky yield to. the Senator from South 
Dakota? 

:Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. T yield to the Senator. 
Mr. McMASTER. I desire to point out the absurdity of the 

statement made by the Senator from Kentucky to the effect 
that--

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It may be absurd to the Senator 
from South Dakota, but--

Mr. MoMASTER. May I ask a question now? 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. Does the Senator yield? 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I do. 
Mr. McMASTER. The Senator states that if we had free 

trade, $125,000,000 or $150,000,000 would be used in the purchase 
of foreign cement. For the past 10 years we have had free 
cement; and never in any one year, under the conditions of 
free cement competing with American cement, have the Ameri
can people spent more than $3,000,000 for foreign cement. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. My statements may appear 
absurd to the distinguished Senator from South Dakota, because 
he and I view this ml!tter from an entirely different standpoint. 
I am interested first in American cement mills and factories 
an·d American workers in these cement factories, rather than 
in the cement mills and the cement workers in Belgium or in 
any other country in the world~ Of course, not all of this sum 
will be spent for cement. 

Who is going to pay the taxes from whieh this $125,000,000 
will go into our public highways? Who is going to pay the 
millions necessary to .erect the public buildings of this country? 
That money must come out of the pockets of the American 
cement industries, American cement workers, and the other 
industries and workers of this country. 

Mr. President, what is there about cement that is different 
from cotton, meat, wool, corn, wheat, eoal, potatoes, butter, or 
any other product of this country that is bought by the Federal, 
State, and municipal governments. No doubt the other day the 
Senator from South Dakota voted for a tariff on long-staple 
cotton, and voted for tariffs on wool, meat, butter, corn, 
wheat, eggs, and other produ ts. It must not be forgotten that 
the Government uses the long-staple cotton and these other 
products to carry on its business. Why not put an amendment 
to the 7-cents-a-pound tariff on long-staple cotton and these 
other products, and let them come in free when they are to be 
used or bought by the governments, State or Federal. 

The Government uses corn. It uses wheat. It uses rye. It 
uses straw. It uses every product from the farm. In the case 
of all these duties on farm products, why not insert an amend
ment saying that all corn, all wheat, all meat, and all of other 
products produced on the farm shall be free of duty because 
they are going to be used by the Government and for govern
mental agencies and purposes? I favor the tariffs on all these 
farm products, even if bought and used by the Government or 
State. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President--
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Why, Mr. President and Mem

bers of the Senate, this amendment is absolutely wrong in prin
ciple. We not only are going to force our taxpayers to raise 
this $125,000,000 for Federal aid for roads and these hundreds 
of milliQns o~ dollars for our public buildings, but we must not 
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forget that we spend a billion dollars a year for roads in this 
country, and that we will spend hundreds of millions of dollars 
for municipal and State buildings. If we adopt this amendment, 
the glad tidings will go across the sea that it is foreign cement, 
made in foreign mills and foreign factories by cheap foreign 
labor, that will be used to build the municipal buildings, the 
county buildings, the State buildings, the Federal buildings, and 
the Federal roads of this country. The 14,000,000 barrels of 
cement that have been ·coming in will be only a slight and in
significant matter compared to the amount that will come in 
under an invitation like this from the Congress of the United 
States. No contractor in this country could compete in bidding 
for our public works. Our mills and workers would be idle. 
They would pay the bills and stand by and see our roads and 
buildings built and erected from foreign materials. 

I am opposed to it in principle. If this is right, then let 
us include every article on which there is ·a tariff when that 
article is used by the Government or by any State or munici
pality. Let each and every article be placed upon the same 
footing as the tariff on cement is placed. When we do that we 
will be consistent, and we will help to destroy American indus
try, and add to the unemployment in this country. I want to 
see the products and materials from American factories, mines, 
farms, mills, and workers used to build our roads and public 
buildings. 

This cement proposition does not affect my own State of Ken
tucky, because this Belgian cement never can reach Kentucky. 
It can not reach Tennessee. It can not reach Georgia. The 
railioad rates are too high. It can only reach a few States of 
this Union, and those are along the Atlantic coast. Their Rep
resentatives and their Senators . say they need and want this 
protection. It can not get to the Senator's State in- South 
Dakota. It can not affect his State. 

If they need it and want it, and it is going to benefit them, 
let us help them have it; and let their public buildings, let their 
highways, let their bridges be built of cement made by their 
own people,- in their own factories, rather than have these 
materials furnished by the pauper labor of Europe. 
· Our own people and taxpayers pay the bills for the construc
tion of our roads and public buildings, and they are entitled 
to have these built with American products. If the Federal 
Government discriminates against our own industries and work
ers, we may expect greater depression in business and more 
unemployment. So long as I am a Member of this body I shall 
always stand firm for our own industries and our own workers, 
whether it be the farm, the mine, the forest, the factory, or the 
mill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Kentucky has expired. 

DIPLOMATIC IMMUNITY FROM TRAFFIC LAWS 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I send ·to the clerk's. desk 
and ask to have read a very short bill. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can read it. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I will ask to have the bill sent back to 

me, please. It is as follows : 
A bill (S. 2964) to amend the traffic laws of Washington, D. C. 

Be it enacted, etc., That in tbe execution of the traffic laws in Wash
ington, D. C., no immunity shall be given to violators of the traffic laws 
·because the offender or alleged offender is a part of or connected with 
foreign legations. 

Mr. President, in this connection I hope the Senator · from 
South Carolina will save time by permitting the publication in 
the REcoRD, without reading; of an article published on the front 
page of the Washington Post this morning, entitled "Police 
Gather Accident Data in Envoy Case." I ask that it be pub
lished in the RECORD as part of my remarks. 

The PaESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
[From the Washington Post of Wednesday, March 19, 1930] 

POLICE GATHER ACCIDENT DATA IN ENVOY CASE--TWO EYEWITNESSES 

AVER COMMANDER POLICH I GNORED LIGHT--LIFE OF HAMl\IOND HANGS 

IN BALANCE-DIPLOMATIC IMMUNITY TO HALT ANY ATTEMPTS AT 

RECOVERY-MAN B ORROWED CAR TO MEET HIS BRJDli}-ATTACH:fl, IN 

STATEMENT, SAYS HE IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR SMASH-UP 

While the life of Paul Edward Hammond, 22-year old Southern Rail
way clerk, hung in a balance at Emergency Hospital last night, Capt. 
William G. Stott, of the third precinct, was gathering data for a special 
report to Ma j. Henry G. Pratt from eyewitnesses who claim to have 
seen Commander Juan Polich, Chilean naval attache, pass a red light 
whUe gojng at an excessive rate of speed and crash into the youth's 
car at Connecticut Avenue and N Street. 

LXXII--351 

Hammond, who has a skull fracture, severe lacerations of the scalp 
and one ear, a ruptured kidney, and internal injuries, was in a partial 
coma last night. At other times he was delirious, according to at
tendants at t he h ospital. 

The testimony of Lonnie Beal, of 2019 N Street NW., was added to 
that of W. S. Shaw, of 1511 Twenty-second Street NW., last night for 
inclusion in the police report, which may find its way into the hands 
of the State Department. 

STATEMENT OF BEAL 

" Dewey Spivey [another witness of the same address] and I were 
sitting in a parked car on Connecticut Avenue," Mr. Beal said last 
night, "wben we saw a new sedan come up the avenue at an excessive 
rate of speed. It crossed Eighteenth Street while the light was red. 

" Dewey said to me, ' My God, look at that car go,' and just then we 
heard the crash. I did not see the roadster until after the wreck. We 
ran up to the scene of the accident and saw the boy who was-hurt lying 
in the street. The man who was fuiving the car that bit him was ex
amining the damage done to his fender and wheel. 

" I looked at the roadster, which had been turned around by the other 
car, and found that it was in second gear. J_ust then somebody came 
along and took the injured fellow to the hospital." 

SHAW GIVES TESTIMONY 

A similar account of the accident was given by Shaw, who was driv
ing np Connecticut Avenue when Commander Polich passed him. Mr. 
Shaw sa~d he saw the roadster cross the street-car tracks going east on 
N Street and that it was proceeding at the rate of about 10 miles an 
hour, 

The obstacle of diplomatic immunity y_esterday stood in the way not 
only of any move that Hammond's wife, who is a bride of only a 
month, might make but also balked action on the part of John R. Right
man, of 7103 Georgia Avenue, owner of the car driven by the youth, for 
damages, which amounted to $200. 

Quigley and Hammers, attorneys, who were consulted by Mr. Right
man, whose son, Alfred, had lent t:I:i.e car to Hammond, advised him 
that nothing could be done and that ''the only thing that can be done 
to stop this sort of thing is agitation in the newspapers." 

According to young Hightman, Mr. Hammond had borrowed the car 
from him in front of the United States Daily, 2201 M Street, at 7.15 
o'clock. The collision occurred exactly 15 minutes later. Mr. Ham
mond was on his way to Union Station to meet his wife. 

Commander Polich, who issued a statement yesterday denying any 
responsibility for the accident and asserting that be was driving at a 
moderate rate of speed, yesterday inquired as to the condition of Mr. 
Hammond. A representative of the Chilean Embassy called on Mr. 
Hightman. He said that he regretted the incident, but that any pub
licity in tbe newspapers would do no good. 

The recent agitation in the Senate over the arrest of a minor em
ployee of the Turkish Legation led to the publication of a report by 
Maj. Henry G. Pratt, superintendent of police, which revealed that 
37 representatives of foreign embassies or legations had been stopped 
by District policemen and warned "for operating automobiles in the 
District under the influence of liquor or other traffic violations from 
July 1, 1916, to June 20, 1929." 

SECOND POLICH CRASH 

Records yesterday also revealed that Commander Polich had another 
automobile accident on the night of December 26 at the intersection 
of Woodley Road and Woodley Place. While rounding a curve his car 
skidded, be said at the time, and struck an electric-light pole, shatter
ing his windshield. He told police that he lost control of his auto. ' 

Mrs. Polich sustained cuts on the face from flying glass and was 
treated by a .neighborhood physician. The naval attach~ said he was 
driving at a low rate of speed. 

Commander Polich's version of the Monday ni.gbt accident, as given 
in a writte.n statement, follows: 

THE POLICH VERSION 

"I was coming north on Connecticut Avenue and was stopped at the 
intersection of Connecticut Avenue with Rhode Island Avenue and M 
Street by a red light. When the light changed to green I started otf 
and passed this light and the green light at the intersection of Eight
eenth Street. At N Street, where the accident occurred, I had my car 
in second gear and was making about 20 miles an hour when we col
lided. My left front fender hit the right front fender of the other 
car. Tbe force of the collision jostled me away from the controls 
and before I could regain them my car had lodged against a tree on 
the sidewalk on Connecticut Avenue. I immediately got out of the 
car and ran over and lifted Mr. Hammond ·up, felt his pulse and 
the beat of his heart, and to see what I could do for him. Immediately 
we were surrounded by a number of people and Mr. Hammond was 
taken in some one's car to the hospital, I remaining at the scene of the 
accident. 

" I regret exceedingly that Mr. Hammond has been so seriously in
jured. Although I feel that the accident was not due to any fault of 
mine, I shall be very glad to do what I can to assist Mr. Hammond 
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and his wife. For this purpose I visited the hospital last night and 
this morning, -and I shall visit his family immediately to express my 
deep regret and also to offer them whatever assistance I can possibly 
render." 

Mr. McKELLAR. I also ask that an editorial on the sixth 
page of this morning's Post, entitled " Diplomats in Traffic," be 
published in the RECORD without reading. 

'!:he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the Washington Post of Wednesday, March 19, 1930] 

DIPLOMATS IN TRAFFIC 

Another automobile collision has occurred in Washington, in which 
a car driven by a diplomatic attache has inflicted a serious if not 
fa tal injury upon a citizen. Witnesses allege that the attache's car was 
driven at excessive speed, and the nature of the accident tends to sup
port this testimony. The attache remained on the spot, gave such 
assistance as he could, and rendered a full report to the police. 

The Incident may result in exculpating the attache from all blame, but 
it serves nevertheless to draw attention to the habitual recklessness of 
many members of the diplomatic corps, especially young. bloods who 
take delight in violating the tra.ffic rules and then escaping the penalty 
by invoking their diplomatic immunity. They are a danger to them
selves and to all traffic. Citizens who have suffered from the aggres
sions of these fledgling diplomats are losing- their patience, havipg found 
that the-re is no legal method for holding them to account. The crowd 
that gathered about the latest accident was in anything but a kindly 
IIJ,ood when it was stated by witnesses that the diplomat in question 
bad passed by a red light and was breaking the speed limit. 

One or two heads of missions have solved this problem by making it 
an ironclad rule that any violation of traffic laws by their subordinates 
shall l:le punished by recall of the offender. The diplomatic corps could 
well afford, for the sake of general good feeling and public safety, to 
adopt this rule. The courtesy extended to the corps calls for scrupulous 
observance of the street rules that protect the public. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in this connection I desire 
to say that a day or two ago a very sad and unfortunate acci
dent occurred, where a representative of a foreign legation ran 
past a red light and ran into a young man, and that young man 
is at th-e hospital not only dangerously injured but the papers 
say that he is likely to die. 

Of course, we are delighted to have these foreign legations 
come here. We want to treat them with every courtesy and 
respect; but I do not think their members ought to be all_owed 
to disregard our laws-traffic laws or laws of any other kind
and endanger human life on the streets or anywhere else. They 
ought to be treated, and they ought themselves to ask to be 
treated, precisely like American citizens in this great Capital 
City. They ought not to have any superior treatment, and 
they ought not to have any inferior treatment. They ought to 
be treated precisely as American citizens are treated in this 
city. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bin 
will be received and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill ( S. 3964) to amend the traffic laws of Washington, 
D. C., was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign 
counb:ies, to encourage the industries of the United States, to 
protect American labor, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the m·otion 
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BLEA.SE] was agreed to. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I was quite interested in the 
argument of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. RoBSION]. .Judg
ing from the statements that have been made here in the dis
cussion on cement, as I recall, the argument was made over and 
over again that if a duty was placed upon cement it would not 
raise the price of cement here in the United States; and in that 
view of the case, why should foreign cement be used in building 
public works, even if this amendment is finally adopted, as I 
hope it will be? 

Mr. President, I am very anxious, of course, to see our home 
products used in the construction of public works; but I am not 
willing to see an exorbitant price charged the Government by 
any corporation just because it is an American corporation. 
In my estimation, the fact that the products are being used in· 
Government work is no reason why an American corporation or 
an American company should charge an exorbitant price and 
make an exorbitant profit out of it. If this amendment is 
adopted, I am· satisfied that that can not be done. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield r 
Mr. FRAZIER_ Yes; I yield. 
Mr. McMASTER. I should like to have the Senator's com

ment upon this statement, taken from the United States Daily 
under date of March 11, 1!}30: 

State-owned cement plants were suggested by the State auditor, 
Edgar C. Lawson, March 8, in -a letter to the State board of control, 
following a charge by the board's secretary, Bonner H. Hill, that the 
Portland Cement Association has increased the price of cement 25 cents 
a bag on the . eve of the letting of a contract for the construction of 
the State capitol's main wing. 

In other words, if this duty is placed upon cem·ent for publi<>
building purposes on the eve of letting contracts for roads and 
for public buildings, it simply means that the Cement Trust will 
be in a position to raise the price of cement 25 cents a bag and 
to gouge tJ;te public. This amendment is offered for the purpose 
of preventing the Cement Trust from gouging the public. 

Mr. FRAZIER. 1\Ir. President, I think the Senator from 
South Dakota is correct in that statement. The o-eneral 
public pay for public works by taxation; and, in my :stima
tion, _it is nothing short of highway robbery to have any cor
poration or firm charge an exorbitant price just because it is 
Government money that pays for the work, whether it be 
cement, or labor, or what not. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. FRAZIER. I yield to the Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. COUZENS. I should like to ask the Senator if he would 

be perfectly willing to have all farm products that are used 
by hospitals, insane' asylums, and all other public institutions 
on the free list? 

l\lr. E:'RAZIER. Mr. President, that is an entirely different 
proposition. 

Mr. COUZENS. Not at all. 
Mr. FRAZIER. But I want to say right now that no farmer 

gets any more for food products that go into a Government 
hospital than he does for those used in a private home. 

Mr. COUZENS. Neither do the cement people. 
Mr. FRAZIER. Somebody who handles farm products may 

get an exorbitant profit, and I condemn him for so doing; but it 
is not the farmer that gets it. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 
M.r. McMASTER. In other words, I will say to the Senator 

from North Dakota that farm-owned products and products 
that are sold from the farm are not trust controlled; and 
there is a vast difference between selling farm products and 
selling cement, whose prices are controlled by a cement trust. 

Mr. COUZENS. Of course, I deny that; and the Senator does 
not prove it, and has not proved it up to date. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President--
Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator 

from Michigan will contend that farm products as sold by the 
farmers are trust conb'olled by any means. 

Mr. COUZENS. Neither is the cement industry t.rust con-
trolled. · 

Mr. FRAZIER. Judging from statements which have been 
made here as to the actual operations of those companies in 
setting prices, it would look as if they were in very close con
nection, at least, and practically trust controlled. 

Mr. COUZENS. Oh, yes; Senators can say anything. They 
can charge anything on the floor of the Senate, because they are 
immune, but they submit no proof. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I regl'et exceedingly that the Sen
ator from South Dakota has left the Chamber. He made the 
statement, which was corroborated by the Senator from Ken
tucky, that the price of cement had been unduly and monopo
listically raised in the State of West Virginia. As stated by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouZENs] a moment ago, Senators 
making these statements submit no proof. They do not, pos
sibly, think that proof is necessary in order to reach the sus
ceptible feelings of those who agree with them. 

Since these statements were uttered on the floor I have made 
an investigation of this subject, and I stand here to say that the 
prices of cement in the State of West Virginia have not been 
unduly raised in the, slightest or remotest degree. 

I understand, from talking just a few moments ago with the 
vice president of the Alpha Cement Co., in the State of West 
Virginia, that during the month of August last there was a coru
petitive war in that State between four cement companies, his 
company included; that as the result of that competition the 
price of cement in August last was reduced by from 20 to 25 
cents a barrel; and that in the months of September, October, 
~d November last efforts were made to restore the price of 
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cement· as it bad been· reduced by this undue although necessary The PRESIDING· OFFICER. The question is on reconsider-
competition. ing the vote by which the amendment of the Senator from 

I have made inquiries as to what caused such competition, and South Carolina was agreed· to. 
I am informed that it was due to the fact that there was at that Mr. BRATTON. Are we voting now upon the whole subject 
time no demand · for cement, and that in order to keep their of a duty on cement, as affected by the amendment of the Sena
plants running it was necessary that the surplus stock and tor from South Carolina? 
pi"oducts on band be converted into money that they might de- The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the _vote is on reconsider
fray the necessary and pressing overhead expenses of the plants, ing . the vote by which the Senate agreed to the amendment of 
and that in the third week of November last a restoration of the Senator frcm South Carolina. · 
prices took place-not that they raised the prices, but they re- Mr. BRATTON. A further parliamentary inquiry. Does the 
stored the prices to. where they justifiably and inherently were motion to reconsider involve merely the amendment of the Sena
before this unexpected and undue competition redueed them. tor from South Carolina, excepting cement used in the con-

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield struction of highways, or does it involve the whole subject of a 
to me? duty upon cement, with the exemption carried in the amend-

Mr. GOFF. I yield. ment of the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. McMASTER. The Senator states that in August certain Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, if the Chair will permit me, I 

competitive companies lowered the price of cement. think I can explain the matter for the information of the 
Mr. GOFF. Exactly. Senate. 
Mr. McUASTER. All of the companies in the East -during I offered my amendment, which was adopted. The Senator 

the month of August, running up as far as Boston, New York, from New Jersey gave notice that be was going to move to 
Philadelphia, and all along the Atlantic seaboard, decreased the reconsider the vote. I immediately made a motion to recon- . 
price of cement. Some of us think it was for the purpose of sider, and that is what we are voting on, and nothing else. 
influencing Congress. That might not have been the case. But Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the amendment adopted to 
if it was done for the purposes the Senator states, because put a tariff of 6 cents on cement was not adopted as in Com
there had been a slowing up of the building program, I call mittee of the Whole, it was adopted on the motion of the Sena
attention to the fact that the slowing up of the building pro- tor from New Jersey after the bill was reported to the Senate. 
gram continued on until November, and it is worse to-day than .Jt was an amendment offered and agreed to in the Senate after 
it was in November. Yet, in spite of that, the Cement Trust in the bill was in the Senate. The amendment of the Senator from 
the East raised the price arbitrarily from 20 to 30 cents a barrel South Carolina is voted on as an independent amendment, the 
in the face of the fact that the building program was on the same as the other amendment was voted on as an independent 
decline. amendment. It does not seem to me that this vote involves the 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I understand I am limited to 10 question of a tariff on cement. 
minutes in this debate, and I must refuse to yield to the Sen- · The ·PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
a tor from South., Dakota any further during the time allotted me . . to reconsider the vote by which the amendment offered by the 

I deny that there is any cement trust operating in the State Senator from South Carolina was agreed to. The yeas and nays 
of West Virginia. I do not know as to other States, but my have been ordered, and the clerk will call the roll. 
best information is that there is no cement trust existing any- The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
where in the United States to-day. Mr. GOUL:Q (when his name was called). I have a general 

I further make this statement, that no cement manufactured pair with the junior Senator from Utah EMr. KING] . I transfer 
in the State of West Virginia is brought into competition with that pair to the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. WALCOTT] 
cement in the Eastern States, because the high price of rail and vote "yea." · 
transportation prohibits its moving from the State of West Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen~ 
Virginia to any of the New England States. eral pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN]. 

Reference has been made to a statement issue<) by the auditor I have been unable to get a transfer and therefore withhold my 
of West Virginia, and I am informed that thf\ auditor of the vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote" nay." 
State of West Virginia did make such a suggestion. It would · Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD's name was 
seem from the facts submitted and the facts obtainable that he called). I desire to announce that the senior Senator from 
was not doing that as the result of any unjustifiable raise in Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is paired with the junior Senator 
price, but that if he did do it be did it because of the restora- . from Tennessee [Mr. BROOK]. If the senior Senator from Min~ 
tion of the price to the normal level necessary to keep these nesota were present, he would vote "nay." 
plants as going_ concerns and tq pay the wages which they have · Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the 
always paid to the labor employed in them. same announcement as before as to my pair and it.s transfer, I 

The auditor suggests that the State should own the plants, vote "nay.'' 
and I am· informed by the vice president of the Portland Cement Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On 
Co. that yesterday they wrote the Sta,te of West Virginia offer- this vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ing to sell its plant to the State upon such terms as might BROOKHART]. If he were present, he would vote "nay." If I 
represent its real and its inherent value, and that the letter were permitted to vote, I would vote "yea.'' 
should have been received by the Governor of West Virginia Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
this morning~ pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] to the 

Therefore, Mr. President, I want to say, without any qualifi- Senator from Delaware [Mt. HAsTINGS] and vote "yea." 
cation or without the. slightest hesitation or reservation, that · The roll call was concluded. 
there has been no unjust increase in the price of cement The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs). The Chair desires 
in the State of West Virginia that is not justified by the neces- to announce that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] 
sary operating expense and the employment of American labor has a general pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBIN~ 
at the rate of wages paid according to our economic standa,rds. soN]. 

I add that when the price was reduced solely as a result of Mr. JOHNSON. I announce the unavoidable absence of the 
this competitive war in August last, and it was so reduced in Senator from So~th Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] and the fact that 
order that the accumulated surplus or surpluses might be con- were he present be would vote "nay." 
verted into money necessary to continue ~nd insure those plants The result was announced-yeas 38, nays 43, as follows: 
as going concerns. 

Mr. President, I have not the slightest hesitation in saying Baird Greene YEA~c~~ry 
that this proposal should be defeated. Bingham ~rundy Metcalf 

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. BRATTON asked for the yeas and ~g~f::d.d i:I!~~eld ~3M: 
nays. Couzens Hebert Patterson 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Dale .Jones Phipps 
Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. ~~~ ~~;~s ~~~~dell 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. Goldsborough McCulloch Robinsont....Ind. 
Mr. FRAZIER. Is the vote as to whether or not we will re- Gould McKellar Robsion, r...y. 

consider? - NAYS-43 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is; an affirmative vote is a 

vote to reconsider. 
Mr. BRATTON. A further parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. BRATTON. Is the motion to reconsider directed to the 

vote on the amendment of the Senato~ from South Carolina ? 

Allen Capper Glass 
Ashurst Caraway Glenn 
Barkley Connally Harris 
Black. Cutting Harrison 
Blaine Dill Hawes 
Blease Fletcher Hayden 
Borah Frazier Heflin 
Bratton George Howell 

Shortridge 
- Smoot 

Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Townsend 
Vandenberg 
Waterman 
Watson 

Johnson 
Kendrick 
La Follette 
McMaster 
Norris 
Nye 
Schall 
Sheppard . 
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Simmons 
Steck 
Stephens 

Swanson Tydings 
Thomas, Okla. Wagner 
Trammell Walsh, Mass. 

NOT VOTING-15 
Brock Hastings Pittman 
Brookhart Rlng Reed 
Deneen Norbeck Robinson, Ark. 
Gillett Overman Shipstead 

Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Smith 
Thomas, Idaho 
Walcott 

So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote by which Mr. 
BLEASE's amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair will state that 
unanimous consent was given for a reconsideration of the vote 
by which this particular amendment was agreed to. Therefore 
the question now is on concurring in the amendment made as ln 
Committee of the Whole as amended by the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Washington 

[Mr. DILL] objected to the unanimous-consent request which I 
submitted at the beginning of the session to-day. He advises 
me now that he has no objection to proceeding ru; I suggested 
then in the consideration of the bill. Therefore I again ask 
unanimous consent that in considering individual amendments 
we begin with Schedule 1, and then proceed to the remaining 
schedules in their order until the bill is finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to agree 

to that if we could have an agreement to take up the lumber 
amendment at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to that if the1·e is a 
general agreement to it. 

Mr. NORRIS. l\Ir. President, I want to suggest to the Senator 
from Utah that the only objection I have to following the course 
he proposes is that no one can tell what amendments may be 
agreed to. It may be that after we pass a schedule some amend
ment will be agreed to in a subsequent schedule which will 
make it necessary to go back to the previous schedule. _ 

Mr. SMOOT. We can have a unanimous-consent agreement 
to cover such a case. 

Mr. NORRIS. What is the proposed unai:limous-consent 
agreement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Utah 
repeat his unanimous-consent request for the benefit of the 
clerks at the desk? 

Mr. SMOOT. My request is that in the further consideration 
of the bill individual amendments shall be offered and consid
ered beginning with Schedule 1, then proceeding to the remain
ing schedules in their order until the bill is completed. That is 
my unanimous-consent request. If it is agreed to, then I shall 
ask further unanimous consent that--

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator can not proceed on that theory, 
because if we agree to the first arrangement, then any one Sen
ator could object to the other. The Senator from Utah should 
combine the two proposals. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I will couple with my previous request 
the further rEquest that in any schedule under consideration, 
if there is a change in rate which would require the transfer of 
an article to the free list, it shall be done at the time of the 
determination of the Senate on that particular article by its 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I will not agree to that. It does not 

cover my objection. 
Mr. SMOOT. Just what does the Senator want? 
Mr. NORRIS. It may not be a free--list proposition; there 

may be nothing to be covered ; but it is liable to happen that we 
will get into difficulty by our inability to go back and change 
something which may be made necessa1·y by later action. Why 
does not the Senator commence at the beginning and let us go 
ahead? 

Mr. COUZENS. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. SMOOT. Very well; let us have the regular order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I desire to give notice of 

my intention to ask for a reconsideration of paragraph 1537, 
paragraph 1556, and paragraph 1812. Those were considered on 
day before yesterday-Monday. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION8--CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
reconsider the vote by which the report of the committee of con
ference was adopted on House bill 9979, the deficiency appro
priation bill. 

Mr. J"ONES. Mr. President, it is very urgent that this bill 
shall be gotten through just as soon as possible. Other matters 
can be taken up when the regular Interior Department appro
priation bill is before us, especially the matters which I know 

the Senator from South Dakota has in mind. Therefore I shall 
have to object to his·unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to enter a motion to that effect, 
and I shall ask to have it taken up at the earliest opportunity 
this afternoon. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

· The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) 
to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, 
to encourage the industries of the United States, to protect 
American labor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, ursuant to 
notice served on last night and again this morning, at this time 
I desire · to call up the oil amendment. Before asking that the 
amendment be read, Mr. President, I ask that I be accorded the 
courtesy of not being interrupted during the course of what I 
shall have to say. I realize that if I should yield twice I per
haps might lose the floor, and, not desiring to take more time 
than is necessary, I respeetftllly ask that I may be permitted 
to proceed without interruption. 

At this time, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to file 
at the close of my remarks some exhibits, which I shall furnish 
to the reporter at the proper time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request _ 
will be granted. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are not photographs, are they, I will ask 
the Senator? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. They come within the rule, 
being merely ordinary exhibits in support of what I shall have to 
say. 

(The exhibits referred to will be found at the conclusion of 
the remarks of Mr. THoMAs of Oklahoma.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla
homa ask that his amendment be read? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At this time, I ask that the 
Chair lay before the Senate the amendment which I submitted 
on yesterday 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla
homa yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I desire to make the point that there is 
no quorum present. 

Mr. THOl\'IAS of Oklahoma. I yield for that purpose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following SenatOi's 

answered to their names : 
Allen George La Follette 
Ashurst Glass McCulloch 
Baird Glenn McKellar 
Barkley Goff McMaster 
Bingham Goldsborough McNary 
Black Gould Metcalf 
Blaine Greene Moses 
Blease Grundy Norris 
Borah Hale Nye 
Bratton Harris Oddie 
Broussard Harrison Overman 
Capper Hatfield Patterson 
Caraway Hawes Phipps 
Connally Hayden Pine 
Copeland Hebert Pittman 
Couzens Heflin Ransdell 
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ind. 
Dale Johnson Robslon, Ky. 
Dill Jones Schall 
Fess Kean Sheppard 
Fletcher Kendrick Shortridge 
Frazier Keyes Simmons 

Smoot 
Steck 
Stelwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Whe.eler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-four Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. President, I ask that the 
Chair lay before the Senate the amendment which I have 
offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLER-K. On page 35, after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert the following : 

PAR. 99. (a) Crude petroleum and fuel petroleum, $1 per barrel of 
42 gallons. 

(b) Petroleum products: Kerosene, benzine, naphtha, gasoline, paraf
fin, paraffin oil, and all other distillates, derivatives, or refined products 
of petroleum, 50 per cent ad valorem. The ad valorem rate pz-ovided in 
this subparagraph shall be based upon the American selling price (as 
defined in subdivision (f), as amended, of section 402, Title IV) of any 
similar competitive article manufactured or produced in the United 
States. If there is no similar competitive article mnnutactured or pro
duced in the United States. then th ad valorem rate shall be based upon 
the United States value, as defined in subdivision (d), as amended, of 
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section 4£!2, Title IV. For the purposes of this subparagraph any 
petroleum product provided for herein shall be considere.d similar to or 
competitive with any imported petroleum product which accomplishes 
results substantially equal to those accomplished by the domestic product 
when u sed in substantially the sam~ manner: Pro'Vided, That all funds 
derived from the tariffs upon petroleum and the refined products of 
petro~um as provided by this paragraph shall be covered into a special 
fund for appropriation and expenditure by· the Secretary of Agriculture 
under t he Federal highway aid act and the am.endments thereto and the 
rules and regulations made thereunder: And prO'Vided further, That the 
United States Tariff Commission is hereby authorized and directed to 
make an investigation of the entire petroleum industry; to prepare and 
file a report of such investigation and to prepare and submit recommen
dations as in this act provided, to the end that the tariff rates provided 
in this paragraph may be jncreased or decreased as the facts developed 
may warrant and justify. 

On page 265, strike out lines 3 to 6, inclusive, being paragraph 1734. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, as I proceed, I 
may have something to say relative to some of the activities 
of the so-called lobby committee, and I respectfully request that 
the members of such committee be advised of the statement I 
have just made. 

Mr. President, the amendment just read embodies a request 
for a tariff on oil More than that, it not only embodies a 
request for a tariff on oil but it involves a contest of oil 
against oil, a contest of domestic oil against foreign oil, a con
test of fndependent oil against Standard oil, and a contest of 
American oil against British oiL Every Senator upon this 
tloor, when he comes to vote upon this question, must vote 
for oil; at that time he will have his chance of voting for 
American oil or for British oil, for independent oil or for 
Standard oil, for domestic oil or foreign oil 

This amendment, Mr. President, suggests another question 
which is as vitally important, in my opinion, as is the amend
ment itself, as read from the desk. In this contest the 
independent oil producers to-day stand shoulder to ..shoulder 
with the corner grocery man. who sees a chain coming to 
ensnare and to destroy his business. The independent oil pro
ducers stand shoulder to shoulder with the many other inde
pendent businesses of America, which feel themselves being 
crushed in the near future by the processes of the new industrial 
revolution. So, Mr. President, this amendment is more than a 
contest of American oil against British oil, and against other 
foreign oil; it is a contest between the oil men of this 
Republic and those who control the millions, and likewise 
those who control the billions. 

Mr. President, the proposal just read was considered on 
but one day. 

1\Ir. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla· 

homa yield to the Senator fi:-om Texas? 
Mr. THOMAS of Okla,homa. For what purpose? 
Mr. CONNALLY. To make a point of no quorum. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I care not as to 

the number of Senators who may be present. I am speaking 
to a larger audience. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma 
declines to yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the proposal just 
read a,t the desk was considered on but one day, and owing to 
the importance of the issues raised and the circumstances under 
which the amendment was voted on, I have sought this oppor
tunity of again bringing the matter before the Senate. 

The proposal now before the Senate provides, first, that petro
leum and the refined products thereof shall be transferred from 
the free to the dutiable list; second, that a tariff of $1 per barrel 
shall be levied on petroleum and a tariff of 50 per cent ad 
valorem shall be levied on the refined products of petroleum ; 
third, the funds derived from the tariffs thus levied and collected 
shall be covered into a special fund for appropriation, and ex
penditure by the Secretary of Agriculture under the Federal 
highway aid act and the amendrllents thereto and the rules and 
regulations made thereunder; and, fourth, that the United 
States Tariff Commission is authorized and directed to make an 
investigation of the entire petroleum industry ; to prepare and 
file a report of such investigation and to prepare and submit 
recommendations as in the act provided, to the end that the 
tariff rates provided in the paragraph may be increased or · 
decreased as the facts devel'Oped may warrant and justify. 

Mr. President, this issue here now raised is not alone whether 
this amendment should be agreed to; not alone whether the 
gigantic oil combines and mergers, some of them of foreign 
origin and forei~ capital, should be taxed; not alone whether 
hundreds of thousands of American citizens should be helped, 
but the issue has assumed a larger and more important aspect, 
and we now have the question pf whether ciqz~ 9f th~ 

United States Shall be denied the right to come to their own 
CapitaL to confer with those in authority and to present 
petitions for redress of grievances. 

In addition to an economic issue over a proposal to tax for
eign oil, produced and transported, in the main, by foreign 
companies, imported free into the United States in competition 
with domestic oil produced by American labor, we have a con
stitutional question. Section 2 of Article IV of the Constitution 
proposes to guarantee that "the citizens of each State shall be 
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the sev
eral States." 

The first amendment to the Constitution provides that Con
gress shall make no law abridging the right of the people to 
petition the Government for a redress of grievances. 

The fourth amendment provides that-
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, 

and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be 
violated, and no warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported 
by oath or atnrmation, and particularly describing the place to be 
searched, and the persons or things to be seized. 

Mr. President, if citizen.s themselves, exercising their right to 
petition their Government, a right guaranteed by the first 
amendment, are to have their rooms raided, their papers and 
effects seized, and they themselves summoned and tried on the 
charge of lobbying, then the citizens will, through fear, cease to 
come to the Nation's Capital and, to the extent they -are thus 
intimidated, the right of petition will be thereby abridged and 
denied. 

On the day preceding the consideration of the petroleum 
amendment, Wirt Franklin, representing hundreds of thousands 
of oil-field workers, a citizen of Oklahoma, an upright, honor
able gentleman, a credit to any State, in any country, was 
haled before the lobby investigating committee and, before 
his examination was concluded, one member of the committee, 
in a speech on this tloor, condemned him as an undesirable 
lobbyist. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. I was asked to suggest the absence of a quorum, 

out I will leave it entirely with the Senator whether or .not I 
shall do so. I will not do so if the Senator objects. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield for that 
purpose? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, because I am 
to make some remarks attacking some' of the activities of one 
of our committees I now yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George La Follette 
Ashurst Glass McCulloch 
Baird . Glenn McKellar 
Barkley Gotr McMaster 
Bingham Goldsborough McNary 
Black Gould Metcalf 
Blaine Greene Moses 
Blease Grundy _ Norbeck 
Borah Hale Norris 
Bratton Harris Nye 
Broussard Harrison Oddie 
Capper Hatfield Overman 
Car a way Hawes Patterson 
Connally Hayden Phipps 
Copeland Hebert Pine 
Couzens Hefiin Pittman 
Cutting Howell Ransdell 
Dale Johnson RobinsoD.Jnd. 
Dill Jones Robsion, Ay. 
Fess Kean Schall 
Fletcher Kendrick Sheppard 
Frazier Keyes Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwe.r 
Steph$.ns 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner · 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. President, in what I am 
about to say I am not condemning the lobby committee. The 
lobby committee has done much good work. What I am about 
to say is a condemnation of some of the activities of the lobby 
committee, which I now proceed to point out. 

Permit me to suggest that the resolution creating the Lobby 
Investigating Committee limited the powers of such committee 
to inquiries into the activities "of lobby associations and 
lobbyists." I deny that the Senate ever conferred on this com
mittee powers to investigate private citizens who may come to 
Washington to petition the Congress for redress of grievances. 
I deny that the Senate has such powers to confer; and when 
any committee assumes and then begins to exercise such powers, 
no office, no place of business, no home, and no person is secure. 

Mr. President, if the speech made here by the Senator from 
_Wisconsin ~ the report ~ the lobby investigating committee, 
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then the citizens of the 19 oil-producing States, here to present 
a petition to the Congress, stand convicted and branded as ruth
less, subtle, brazen, slimy, nefarious, and damnable lobbyists. 
Yet I hope the heavy physical effort of a member of the com
mittee, the Senator from ·wisconsin, which caused the galleries 
to smile, made before the first witness was half through testi
fying, will not be permitted to become and stand as the report 
of this committee. 

Mr. President, the lobby investigating committee has ren
dered much valuable service, yet I do not approve of some 
of the activities of this committee. I do not approve of the 
action wherein one member of the committee brought before 
the Senate private letters and telegrams forcibly taken from 
the private rooms of citizens and made public here before the 
same were presented to the committee. I do not approve of the 
action of the committee in summoning and trying citizens on a 
charge of lobbying; of raiding the priva te rooms of citizens, 
seizing private papers and effects, and making public only 
selected letters and telegrams so secured without affording the 
accused a fair chance to explain his or their activities and to 
make a statement in his or their defense. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question only. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Upon what information does the 

Senator tell the Senate that rooms were raided and private 
papers seized? 

l\1r. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will come to that in the course 
of what I shall have to say later. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to say at this point, Mr. 
President, so that there shall be no misunderstanding about it, 
that no papers were seized anywhere ; nor did the committee-

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I refuse to yield 
for the statement just being made. I have here the affidavit of 
the citizen in charge of the rooms when the raid was made. 

In support of my statement just made, and before I pass 
from it, I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the 
country to the latest decision upon this question. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
suffer another interruption? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. For a question. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to say-and another mem

ber of the committee is here-that this is the first information 
any member of the committee had of any raid on anything. 

1\Ir. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, from this time 
on I refuse to yield, because I shall cover these statements in 
my speech proper; but, by way of dissertation, let me say that 
I have here on my desk three books of clippings taken from 
the press of the Nation, one book for each State; and on page 
after page the press of the Nation have stated and told the 
people of this Republic that a raid was made, and I will refer 
to t hat later. 

In that particular relation I now desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the latest case upon this question, that of 
Sinclair against The United States. Mr. Justice Butler rendered 
the decision, on behalf of the Supreme .Court. In the body of 
his opinion we find the following langpage: 

It has always been recognized in this counb·y, and it is well to re
member, that few, if any, of the rights of the people guarded by funda
mental law are ·of greater importance to their happiness and safety 
than the light to be exempt from all unauthorized, arbitrary, or un
reasonable inquiries and disclosures in r espect of their personal and 
private affairs. In order to illustrate the purpose of the courts well to 
uphold the right of privacy, we quote from some of their decisions. 

In Kilbourn v. Thompson (103 U. S. 168), this court, speaking 
through Mr. Jus ·ce Miller, said (p. 190) : " • • • we are sure that 
no person can be punished for contumacy as a witness before either 
House unless his testimony is required in a matter into which that 
House has jurisdiction to inquire, and we feel equally sure that neither 
of these bodies possesses the general power of making inquiry into the 
private affairs of the citizen." • * 

In re Pacific Railway Commission (Circuit Court, N. D. Calif.; 
32 Fed. 241) Mr. Justice Field, announcing the opinion of the court, 
said (p. 250) : " Of all the rights of the citizen, few are of greater 
importance or more essential to his peace and happiness than the right 
of personal security, and that involves not merely protection of his 
person from assault but exempt ion of his private affairs, books, and 
papers ti·om the inspection and scrutiny of others. Without the enjoy
ment of this right, all other rights would lose half their value." And 
the learned justice, referring to Kilbourn v . Thompson, supra, said 
(p. 253) : "This case will stand for all time a s a bulwark against the 
invasion of the right of the citizen to protection in his private affairs 
against the unlimited scrutiny of investigation by a congressional com-

mittee." And see concurring opinions of Circuit Judge Sawyer (p. 259 
at p. 263) and of District Judge Sabin (p. 268 at p. 269). 

In Interstate Commerce Commission v. Brimson (154 U. S. 447) Mr. 
Justice Harlan, speaking for the court, said (p. 478) : "We do not over
look these constitutional limitations which, for the protection of per
sonal rigb,ts, must necessa rily attend all investigations conducted under 
the authority of Congress. Neither branch of the legislative depart
ment, still less any merely adminl.;!.::l~ .:.ve body, established by Con
gress possesses, or can be invested with, a general power of making 
inquiry into the private affairs of the citizen. • • • We said in 
Boyd v. United States (116 U. S. 616,630)-and it can not be too often 
repea ted-that the pr·inciples that embody the essence of constitutional 
liberty and security forbid all invasions on the part of the Government 
and its employees of the sanctity of a man's home and the privacies 
of his life." 

Harriman v. Interstate Commerce Commission (211 U. S. 407), illus
trates the unwillingness of this court to construe an act of Congress 
to authorize any examination of witnesses in respect of their personal 
affairs. And see United States v . Louisville & Nashville R. R. (236 
u. s. 318, 335). 

In Federal Trade Commission v. American Tobacco Co. (264 U. S. 
298), this court said (pp. 305-306) : "Anyone who respects the spirit 
as well as the letter of the fourth amendment would be loath to believe 
that Congress intended to authorize one of its subordinate agencies to 
sweep all our traditions into the fire (Interstate Commerce Commisaion 
v. Brimson (154 U. S. 447, 479), and to direct fishing expeditions into 
private papers on the possibility that they may disclose evidence of 
crime." 

Mr. President, there is no law against lobbying. It is not a 
crime to lobby. The Supreme Court says that no one bas the 
authority to go on a ·fishing expedition, to search the homes of 
citizens to try to get evidence of a crime. What would that 
tribunal say if the question were presented to it of a fishing 
expedition into the private homes of citizens to acquire informa
tion which, if found, would constitute no crime? The Supreme 
Court said further : 

We do not discuss the question whether it could do so if it tried, 
as nothing short of the most explicit language would induce us to 
attribute to Congress that intent. * • It is contrary to the 
first principles of justice to allow a search through all the respond
ents' records, relevant or irrelevant, in the hope that something will 
turn up. 

After the petroleum amendment bad been considered and 
passed upon on Friday and after the attack upon the accused, 
made here by the Senator from Wisconsin, a recessed session 
of the committee was held and at that time Mr. Franklin re
quested the committee to permit him to make a statement 
which request was refused. Mr. President, in order that n~ 
possible injustice may be done, and in order that the Senate 
and the country may know the facts, I desire to call attention 
to the record of the proceedings had before the committee. 

When the committee was called to order, the following pro
ceedings were bad : 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
since I was summoned and have testified here, matters and things 
have transpired so that I would crave your permission to make a 
statement in m;y- own behalf and in connection wHh matters relating 
to this investigation. 

Senator CABAWAY. We have a rule, M.r. Franklin, wise or unwise, 
that we do not take those, but I will say this much, that you may 
include that statement at the end of your testimony for the record, 
and if there is anything connected with the questions that come up 
from time to time you may explain those, but we have uniformly 
forbidden the reading of statements to the committee. • • • It may 
be included in the record. 

M'r. FRANKLIN. I think I have the constitutional right in this com
mittee or at any other place to make a s tatement of my position. 

Senator CARAWAY. We are not arguing about that, Mr. Franklin. 
We llave a rule that we have uniformly adhered to. 

• • • • 
Senator BLAINE. Now you have a sta tement you want to leave with 

the committee. Would you let me take that statement, tbe state
ment that you had out on the table when you appeared this morning 
and wanted to read it? 

Mr. IraANKLIN. Will it be made a part of the record in the case? 
If it is not t o be made a part of the record, I do not wish to band 
it in. 

Senator BLAINE. I want to look it over. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. The chairman announced that it would 

be made a. part of the record. 
Senator BLAINE. I just suggested to the chairman that we have not 

been permitting those to be ma de part of the record, but we have per
mitted them to be filed with the committee. 
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Mr. FRANKLIN. I do not cartJ to file it unless it is made a part of 

the record. 
Senator BLAINE. Then I think we ought to examine it before we 

determine whether it will be made part of the record. Let me go over 
it. I want to examine you on it. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, this is my statement. 
Senator BLAINE. Is there any reason why you should not be cross· 

examined on it, or examined on it? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. No reason, except it is my statement and if it is to 

be made a part of the record I would be glad to have you exam-ine me 
on it as long as you desire; but if it is not going to be part of the 
record, I do not offer it. 

Senator CARAWAY. I have always understood that every written state
ment that anyone wanted to make would be made a part of the record. 
You have no objection to it, have you 'I 

Senator BLAINE. I do not know. It is a very simple matter for 
some one to make a statement and have it made a part of the record, 
and without examination it may be misleading. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I offered to read it and it was excluded. 
Senator BLAINE. I did not know that any statement had been per-

mitted to go into the record but might be put in the files. 
Senator CARAWAY. Every statement. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. Yes; Mr. GRUNDY's statement was filed. 
Senator CARAWAY. Yes; he filed two, and Mr. Burgess filed a 

statement. 
Senator BLAINE. If it is to be filed I want to see the statement first. 

If it is to be a part of the testimony in this case, Mr. Franklin, I de
sire to go over the statement and examine you on it. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. And then admit it or exclude it, as you desire, after
wards? 

Senator BLAINill. The committee wlll decide what it is going to do. 
Senator CARAWAY. Let us decide that first, Senator BLAINE. I think 

tn fairness to the witness he ought to know what the decision of the 
committee is. 

Senator BLAINE. I have no objection, but I do not want a written 
stlltement filed with the committee without the opportunity to examine 
the contents of the paper. 

• * • • • • • 
Senator WALSH of Montana. The position taken by Senator BLAINE 

Is perfectly correct. There may be something in that statement that 
ought not to go into the record, Mr. Franklin. Do you- care to have 
the statement made a part of the record? If so, of course you will 
have to submit it to the committee to determine whether it is a 
proper thing to go in the record. 

• * • * • • • 
Mr. FRANKLIN. However, I want it distinctly understood that I do 

not offer this unless it is to be made a part of the record. 
Senator CARAWAY. Well, that is just what we were discussing this 

second, Mr. Franklin. 
* * • • • • • 

Senator CARAWAY. You understand you can submit it to the com
mittee and if they decide it should go into the record then it will go 
into the record, and if they decide it should not, it will be returned to 
you and not made public at all. 

Is that what you understood? In other words, I made a declaration 
that it be made a part of the record. The committee wants to reverse 
that statement of the chairman and, therefore, the committee has a 
right to do it, and that is what we have been consulting about, and 
the committee decided to reverse the statement of the chairman 
about it. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I do not think I will offer it unless it is going to be 
made a part of the record, unless I am assured about it in advance. 

Senator CARAWAY. All right. 

* * * * ' * 
Mr. President, I was present at that hearing and there stated 

that I would read the rejected statement to the Senate. This 
statement is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF WIRT FRANKLIN OFFERED BEFORE THE SENATE LOBBY 
INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE MARCH 4 1 1930 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, since I was sum
moned by your committee to appear, and did appear last Friday morn
ing, to be interrogated by you with reference to my activities in laying 
before Congress the condition of the oil industry in the United States, 
developments with reference to this matter have been of such a nature 
and of so serious an import that I have decided to ask permission of 
your investigating committee to make a statement setting forth clearly 
the reasons which actuated us in presenting to Congre.ss the request for 
relief from the intolerable conditions now prevailing in the domestic 
oil industry, and to refute the charges, insinuations, and innuendo which 
have been hurled at me and my associates on the floor of the Senate by 
'a member of this committee. 

Gentlemen, may I have the privilege of making such a statement? 
When on January 28, 1930, the independent oil producers, refiners, 

and marketers met in convention at Tulsa, Okla., for the purpose of 
seeking a remedy to the condition of ruin with which the immediate 
future confronted them, and there decided by unanimous action of 

some fifteen hundred delegates assembled from the various oil pro
ducing States, that our hope of redress lay in presenting the merits 
of our cause to the Congress of the United States-the only power on 
earth which could relieve our distressful conditions-we were of the 
opinion that the bill of rights and the Constitution of the United 
States were still effective and might be relied upon, at least to the 
extent of allowing us the right and privilege of petitioning Congress 
for a redress of our wrongs. 

Being of th]s opinion and having thus decided to do, over 200 of the 
delegates there assembled from the various States volunteered to come 
to Washington to submit the merits of our cause to Congress, and at 
the same time voluntary contributions were made by the men there 
assembled to be applied toward the actual and necessary expenses of 
such an undertaking. We had previously been advised by both Sena
tor PINE and Senator THOMAS of Oklahoma that this was the proper 
method of procedure. 

Accordingly, the delegates returned to their respective homes with 
the understanding that they should reach Washington by February 3. 
Where a sufficient number came from any one locality or State, special 
cars were obtained, and these cars assembled at St. Louis, Mo., into 
a special train, which arrived in Washington on the morning of Feb
ruary 3, said train carrying 225 men engaged in the oil and allied 
industries. The newspapers having published the object of our trip, 
we were met in Washington by men from tbe eastern oil-producing 
States, and from time to time additional delegations of business men 
and men allied with the oil industry have come to Washington to 
present the problem to Congress as it affected the States and the 
localities from which they came. 

Upon our arrival here most of our number established headquarters 
at the Mayflower Hotel and were met there by Senators and Representa
tives from a number of the oil-producing States, who arranged for us 
a meeting in the caucus room of the House Office Building on the morn
ing of February 4, to which meeting Members of both the House and 
Senate generally were invited. Many of them attended. As president 
of the Independent Petroleum Association of America, I made a full and 
complete exposition of the domestic oil industry of the United States 
and presented the reasons, facts, and figures showing that a tariff on 
oil should be included in the pending tariff bill to protect the great 
domestic oil industry from utter demoralization and ruin and to prevent 
the gradual choking to the point of strangulation of the independent oil 
produf!ers of the United States, which, if allowed to proceed, would 
result in the creation of a gigantic oil monopoly in the United States, 
similar to that existing in all other parts of the world. 

It was pointed out that this tariff on oil was not only necessary 
for the preservation of this great industry, but in the interest of the 
general cqnsuming public and all other industries and businesses. The 
domestic industry has grown to such proportions and its purchases of 
material and supplies are of such magnitude that anything which tends 
to destroy that industry will injure and seriously affect not only the 
oil-producing States, but the entire country, including the farmera- and 
landowners who, as the owners of royalty interests, receive one-eighth 
of the entire production of oil. 

It was made plain at this first meeting and so stated in unequiv
ocal terms that the men engaged in this great industry had come 
in person to lay their cause before Congress; that they had em
ployed no lobbyists; that they had hired no attorneys and that they 
would not do so; that we were submitting our cause to Congress 
upon its merits and its merits alone; that the facts and conditions 
of the industry were sufficient in themselves to warrant relief from 
the intolerable conditions which exist; and on that basis and that 
basis alone have we presented our cause to Congress and the Members 
thereof, resting secure in the belief that our rights as American 
citizens under the Constitution guaranteed to us the privilege of 
so doing. 

Regardless of the serious charges, insinuations, and calumny, which 
I now assert are without foundation in truth and in fact and are 
unsupported by any competent evidence, we intend to continue the 
presentation of our just and righteous cause until truth and justice 
shall prevail. We do not intend to sit supinely by without asserting 
our rights until monopoly of this-one of the greatest American indus
tries-shall securely fasten its tentacles about the industry, destroying 
the rights and property of millions of American citizens and taking toll, 
as it will eventually, from the entire American consuming public. 

When your committee made known its desire to investigate our 
activities through your attorney, Mr. Holland, appearing at our head
quarters in the Mayflower Hotel and making a demand that be be 
allowed to search through our files, I was absent at the time, but Mr. 
Russell Brown, who was present, conscious of the high plane upon 
which we bad conducted the presentation of our claims, permitted 
Mr. Holland, without delay or interference of any kind, to go through 
our entire files, which contained copies of telegrams and letters sent 
and received by many members of our delegation, many, if not most, of 
which I had.not seen or read. The following morning, at Mr. Holland's 
request, I brought these entire files to the committee and little 
thought or dreamed that some of them would be perverted, miscon
strued, and stretched by the imagination of any member of this com-
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mittee to give them a meaning entirely different from their true 
import. 

I believed then that it was the purpose of the committee to arrive 
at the truth, to be impartial in its judgment, and to report to the 
Senate, if at all, only after they had made a full and complete investi
gation in a spirit of fairness. I a.m still of the belief that this com
mittee, when it has completed its investigation, will in all fairness 
exonerate us from any charge of wrongdoing and will uphold and 
defend the constitutional right of any body of American citizens to 
petition Congress for a redress of their wrongs. If I have said or 
shall say anything in criticism of what has occurred, I trust your 
honorable committee and the Members thereof will realize that it is 
done in the spirit of developing truth. 

Now, if the committee will bear with me I would call attention to 
specific instances where statements made on the Senate floor by a 
member· of your committee do not conform to the record as made in 
the hearing before your body last Friday morning. 

I am still reading from Mr. Franklin's statement, the one 
which he offered to the committee, the one which was rejected 
by the committee. I continue reading: · 

He said : " • • It developed in the testimony that the conduct 
of the business in the headquarter·s of this lobby is costing all the 
way from $1,200 to $1,500 a day. •." That statement was 
made in spite of the fact that I had testified that our expenses were 
running about $200 per day to pay for stenographers, our hotel rooms, 
and the food we ate, and in face of the !act that the committee had 
ip its possession all bills and statements from which could have been 
ascertained the exact daily expense. 

He stated: " • •. In the letters that were sent out con-
taining requests for these telegrams from their constituents, they at
tached a dollar bill or remitted a dollar that might be used to pay 
for the telegrams. • • ." I had been asked about this particular 
matter before the committee, and bad stated that while this matter 
had been recommended in a telegram received by us at our head
quarters, that it had not been done. Was this a deliberate misstate
ment? 

This Senator stated on the Senate floor, as shown by the CONGRJDS
SIONAL RECORD: "• • •. Mr. President, they were even willing to 
trade in the President of the l:nited States on this deal. They pro
posed to carry to him a rumor that they said was prevalent ~n the 
mid-continent oil region, that he was a large stockholder in petroleum
producing companies in South America, to extract from him a denial 
and then use that denial to advance their cause. • • • ." 

I assert, without fear ot' contradiction, that this statement is un
supported by any evidence whatever, being a product of the fertile 
imagination of him who uttered it. He assumed to derive the same 
from a telegram to me, sent by Mr. F. EJ. Tucker, executive secretary 
of the Independent Petroleum Association of America, from Ardmore, 
Okla. Mr. Tucker, than whom the President of the United States has 
no greater admirer in the Nation, sent that confidential telegram to 
me in solicitude for the President's welfare, upon learning that certain 
newspapers bad published the rumor concerning the President. I 
talked to Mr. Tucker that night over the telephone and told him that the 
rumor should not be dignified by notice of any kind, and the telegram -
was -placed in our confidential files. In referring to this matter, the 
Senator uses tbe following language: ".. * • They had a subtle, 
slimy method, designed to extract some information from the Presi
dent and from the chairman of" the Committee on Foreign Relations, so 
that they might use it to advance their cause. • • • ." 

From this instance and others to which I have referred, I am willing 
to let your committee and the Senate judge who is given to the use 
of " subtle, slimy methods." Furthermore, from an examination of 
the transcript of these proceedings before the committee, it appears 
that this confidential telegram from Mr. Tucker, seized and thus made 
use of, has not been introuuced into or made a part of the record 
before the committee. It occurs to me that if honor were lacking, 
common decency would have prevented the use thus made of a 
confidential communication. 

I stated in my testimony before the committee last Friday that 
from time to time business men were arriving from the oil-producing 
States, remaining a day or two and returning home and some of these 
sent telegrams and wrote letters suggesting certain lines to be pursued 
in securing support for the tariff on oil. Tbe Senator, f.n presenting 
the matter on the Senate floor, took the sb·ange position that every 
suggestion made by anyone, whether a member of our organization or 
not, had been carried out, although in my direct examination by the 
chairman of your committee and on cross-examination by the other 
members thereof, I explained the actual facts frankly and openly and 
I can see no reason or excuse for the Senator in any instance mis
construing and adding to these telegrams and letters in such a manner 
as to give them a very different meaning from what they actually had. 
I take it that suggestions made by various individuals-, but which 
were not followed up or carried out, have no real bearing on the merits 
of this investigation. 

I would now like to refer to the letter written by Charles F'lli:lt to 
Mr. Brown which was found in our files and concerning which I testi
fied at the hearing that I had not seen, nor even heard it read until 
it was read to me in the committee hearing, and that it contained noth
ing which was acted upon by our organization, but when received was 
simply put into the files. If it has tended to besmirch or injure any 
United States Senator, the fault lies not with any of our organization, 
but with the Senator fr·om Wisconsin who brought it to light and made 
it public. As a matter of fact, there is nothing in the letter which dis
closes anything other than a desire on the part of Mr. Flint to impress 
upon our organization that he was really an effective worker for our 
cause and had seen sev~ral Senators in our behalf. It is a perfectly 
innocent letter, except in the hands of some one with an unfair motive 
and a nature willful enough to carry it out. 

The Senator said: "• • They have attempted to besmirch 
Senators, • *." I wish to enter a categorical denial of this 
statement. It is without foundation in fact ; it is not supported by 
any evidence, and I wish to add that if any Senators have been 
besmirched, it has not been done by me or any member of our organiza
tion, but by the Senator himself. 

In conclusion, I wish to say that all we have attempted to do is to 
lay before Congress and the Members thereof in public meetings, openly 
and frankly, and in meetings with various groups of Senators and 
Members of the House, and in meetings held with tbe Senators in their 
offices, all the facts, figures, statistical information, and the present 
conditions affecting the petroleum industry in the United States, on 
which we have relied and still rely to gain the support of Senators 
and House Members for a tariff on oil to protect us from a fiood of 
imported oil and the shutting in of hundreds of thousands of American 
oil wells, the ultimate result of which would be to throw out of em
ployment nearly a million workmen engaged in tbe most typically 
American industry, with all the suffering and woe which that would 
bring to the families of these American citizens, and the commercial 
and industrial interests, not only of tbe 19 oil-producing States, but 
to the entire country at large. I would remind you gentlemen that 
the population of the oil States is in excess of 60,000,000 inhabitants, 
and that this matter can not be lightly cast aside. 

Contrary to charges made, no undue influences were used by any ot 
our group, no Uitimidation or coercion has ever been suggested, and the 
sole procedure followed has been the prese.ntation . of easily verified 
facts. This has been one step in the struggle of some 9,000 independent 
oil producers and hundreds of thousands of land and royalty owners in 
this country which they have taken in defense of their very existence, 
against three gigantic grou.Ps--the Royal Dutch Shell group, the Gulf 
(or M-ellon) group, and the Standard Oil group, which are seeking to 
control and monopolize the oil industry of the United States as they 
now control and monopolize the same throughout the rest of the world. 

Gentlemen, we have nothing to fear, and we will not be intimidated. 
We have done no wrong, and we here and now insist that your com
mittee complete its investigation and make its report to the United 
States Senate, giving the true and just analysis of our presentation 
of the merits of our cause. We have been absolutely open and frank 
at all times. We have concealed nothing. We have done nothing of 
which we are ashamed. If it is a crime for a great body of the 
American people to petition Congress for the redress of wrongs, if 
when doing so Anrerican dtizens are to be slandered, maligned, and 
have their good names drawn through the slime and filth of the 
imaginings of any man, then God help the United States of America ! 

WIRT FRANKLIN. 

Mr. President, let me now pass to another phase of this 
new, strange, and unusual senatorial activity. 

I am making no attack upon the Senate of the United States. 
I have the most profound respect for this body of which I am 
an humble member. No position on earth, elective or appoin
tive, is comparable to membership upon this floor. The mem
bership alone, perhaps, is unimportant but the opportunity fo1-· 
service is unlimited. That which appeals to me most is the 
opportunity afforded for helping those who can not help them
selves. The billion dollar real and legal citizens do not need 
representation here, but the people, unacquainted with their 
rights, and too often unable to protect them if they knew, must 
have representation in the Senate if they are to meet the 
challenge of concentrated wealth now exemplified by Nation 
and world-wide industrial and financial organizations. 

l\1r. President, the United States Senate is great, not because 
of some of the activities in which it is engaged but in spite of 
such activities. The Senate is great, not b~ause of some of the 
speeches made here but in spite of such speeches. The Senate is 
great because this historic chamber is an open forum for debate. 
Here Senators may cross forensic swords. Here Senators may 
give and must take. Here all propositions are subjected to 
analysis, dissection, and exposure. Here Senators can call each 
other "jackasses" with impunity. Here Senators may even 
make jackasses of themselves. But, Mr. President, so long as 
meml)ership in this body remains open to the citizens without 
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unnecessary restrictions, open to the bench and bar, to doctor 
and teacher, to banker and worker, to farmer and industrialist, 
with free speech and a free press, with these galleries open to 
the public, the safety of the Republic is secure. 

Now, back to the first battle in this war of oiL At the last 
moment, on the very eve of battle, a contest known to be un
equal, a contest between the " ragged Continentals," :fighting 
for their homes and families, and the powerful British gro p, 
led by the Royal Shell, flanked on the right by the Standard 
and on the left by the Gulf, all well remember what hap
pened here. I do not charge that the Senator from Wisconsin 
was the general in high command of this :five-billion-dollar 
industrial monopoly. I do not charge that he was even a mem
ber of their board of strategy. But, Mr. President, what was 
their strategy? 

Just before the presentation of the issue, the lobby committee 
.laid down a barrage and then, when night had fallen, the 
Senator from Wisconsin let loose the poison gas. 

What of this gas? 
The Senator from Wisconsin, apparently knowing nothing 

about the merits of the petroleum amendment, and having no 
arguments to urge against it, like an unprepared attorney 
without either law or evidence to sustain his cause, turned his 
attention to the sponsors of the amendment and attacked them 
as being a "most nefarious and damnable lobby." 

Let me call attention to some of the weighty arguments used 
by the Senator from Wisconsin against the proposal. He 
made certain charges against this delegation of citizens from 
some 20 States. I now digress to call attention, Mr. President, 
to the map of the United States which I caused to be hung on 
the wall. The portions marked in red represent the oil-pro
ducing States, the States which had members upon the delega
tion. It was the delegation from that representative section 
of the United States against which this attack was leveled. 
The States referred to are Texas, Colorado, California, Arkan
sas, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, 
Montana, New Mexico, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennes
see, West Virginia, Wyoming, and Oklahoma. The Senator from 
Wjsconsin charged the delegation with having interviewed 
every Member of the Senate, with having called upon the 
Senators at their offices and even with having called Senators 
from the Senate Chamber where t:Qey might be interviewed. 

He charged these citizens with being "cocksure of every
thing "-a serious charge, Mr. President, when "cocksureness" 
is so scarce and, at the same time, so much in use and demand 
upon this floor. 

He accused these citizens from the States I have indicated 
of so far forgetting the proprieties as even to go over to the 
House side and there interview and associate with mere Mefu
·bers of the House of Representatives. 

He charged upon this floor that some of these citizens played 
golf with Senators. Mr. President, I do not-I can not believe 
that so serious a charge as this can possibly be true. I can 
not believe that any Member of this honorable body has 
fallen so low as to have dared to play golf with mere citizens. 
If this rumor persists, the situation calls for action, and I 
suggest that an investigation be ordered and, if it should 
be found that Senators actually played golf with citizens, then 
of course our duty is plain. Charges against the guilty should 
be filed immediately alleging conduct unbecoming a Senator and 
tending to disgrace the senatorial toga. 

Mr. President, it was charged here by the distinguished Sen
ator from Wisconsin that these _citizens, delegates from those 
States, your constituents and mine, even dared to attend dinners 
where Senators were present. Again, Mr. President, why con
demn these oil-field workers, unschooled in the maze of sena
torial etiquette, for accepting invitations and daring to be 
seated at the same table or even in the same room with Senators? 
Why not condemn the host or hostess for permitting common 
clay to touch the sacred senatorial toga. 

During the course of his remarks, the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska interrupted to · point out that some of these 
citizens were actually in the Senate gallery and that some of 
them appeared to be somewhat amused at the remarks being 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin. No doubt they were 
·amused. No doubt they appeared to smile and I suggest my 
wonderment that they did not even laugh out loud. 

Mr. President, some of the citizens referred to were in the 
Senate gallery at my invitation, and others were there with 
cards issued by my office. No seat in the Senate gallery is too 
sacred to be occupied by the humblest citizen of Oklahoma. 
· At this point, I pause to inquire what rights have the people 
left in this Republic? · -

What are the people for? 
If we should take the viewpoint expressed by the Senator 

from Wisconsin we would be forced to the conclusion that 

about the only rights the people have in times · of peace are 
to work to earn money to pay taxes to support Senators to 
raid their private rooms, to investigate their activities when 
they dare to come to Washington in the exercise of their con
stitutional right to petition the Government for redress of 
grievances. 

What are the people for? 
In times of war-to enlist, to :fight, to furnish cannon fodder, 

to subject themselves to deadly gases and germs of disease, and 
when calamity, disaster, and oppression come, to stay at home 
and suffer in silence. 

What are the people for? 
In campaign times-to work, to organize, .to contribute to 

senatorial campaign funds, to make promises, to trade votes 
that Senators may not lose their togas. 

Mr. President, I do not subscribe to such a doctrine. The 
citizens of the States are the sovereigns of the Nation, and, 
when they so cease to be, the Nation, as we know it now, will 
be no more. 

Mr. President, in this defense of the rights of citizens have 
I gone too far? Have I been either unreasonable or unfair in 
interpreting the things which have been done here and the 
things which have been said here? 

The press of the country is presumed to carry the news and to 
reflect and interpret what transpires in the Senate of the 
United States. Let me call attention to one or two news items 
appearing in the public press of recent date. 

On the morning of the very day the Senate passed upon 
the petroleum amendment, a local paper, widely read, carried 
a front-page story under a heavy black-faced line. I exhibit 
the paper. On the front page, in bold terms, I read: 

Lobby committee's help summoned. 

Mr. President, who summoned into action the lobby commit
tee? Who called out the reserves? 

This same signed newspaper story answers the question. In 
the body of the story, under another black-faced line, we find 
the following : 

COALITION WORKS STRENUOUSL~ 

The coalition, faced suddenly with the threat of the apparent com
bination,- had wo.rlred "laboriously throughout the day to tighten its 
lines and earlier had sought to postpone the vote until to-day witn a 
view to having the Caraway lobby committee go into the matter. 

The Evening Sun of Baltimore likewise carried a first-page 
story under a . bold heading. I _have the paper here. On the 
front page, the first column, under bold headlines, I read: 

Good strategy seen in expose of oil lobbying. Held most succ.essful 
political maneuver in late years. 

The signed story contains the following: 
The most dazzlingly successful political maneuver of recent years was 

the surprise raid by the Caraway lobby committee on the headquarters 
of the Independent Oil Producers' Association late Thursday after
noon. • • • 

At 4 o'clock Thursday afternoon, John Holland, investigator for the 
Caraway lobby committee, made his surprise raid on the oil headquar· 
ters located in the Mayfiower Hotel. 

Labor, a paper published here, the political and economic 
bible of thousands of workers of the country, said that the 
independent oil men "might have won if the lobby investigating 
committee had not intervened." 

On the same day the .fight was waged the Oklahoma City 
Times carried a front-page story under a heavy headline as 
follows: 

Probe timed just as Senate debate starts. 

In the story we read the following : 
Late Thursday a subprena was served on Franklin to appear Friday 

morning. Simultaneously, an investigator from the Senate committee 
appeared without warning and took possession of all of the letters, 
telegrams, and receipts in the office. No, this isn't Russia. 

Mr. President, in these troubled times how significant that 
word Russia. Russia ! Russia, embracing one-sixth of the 
earth's surface and containing one-third of the world's culti
vated lands; Russia, containing vast quantities of timber, coal, 
ores, precious stones, and oil, and, next to the United States, the 
richest nation in the world; Russia, containing 150,000,000 of 
unhappy dejected, and downtrodden human beings, until yester
day, wa~ governed by a ruthless, ruling dynasty, wearing the 
Russian toga. 

Only ye terday, when imperial Russia was in her glory; no 
mere citizen would have dared approach a Russian senator; 
no mere citizen had the opportunity of occupying the Russian 
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parliamentary galleries, and no mere citizen ever had the oppor
tunity of even seeing Russian senators at play. Their only 
chance to look upon their mighty senators was upon state occa
sions or perchance when one should choose to drive or stroll, 
and then the· peasants and workers, with cap in hand, stood 
aside and bowed in holy reverence and awe as the powerful and 
mighty senator swished by. 

1\lr. President, what of Russia to-day? 
The Czar of all the Russias is gone. His Winter Palace, 

adjacent to and connected with the Hermitage, now known as 
the Palace of Arts, is one of the famous art galleries of the 
world, ranking with the Louvre in Paris, the National in 
London, the Prado in Madrid, and the world-famous gallery at 
Milan. 

The Summer Palace of the former Czar at Tsarskoye Selo, 
now devoid of royalty, is preserved exactly as it was on that 
fateful night when Czar Nicholas and his family started on 
their last long ride. 

The former private parks, closed to all but Russian royalty, 
in which Russian senators, safe from even the approach of 
mere citizens, played croquet, are· now public recreation grounds. 
Only recently, I saw in one of these transformed public parks 
in Moscow, 175,000 Russian people, and not a single Russian 
senator was there. 

The Russian palaces and· villas where Russian senators used 
to dine,. safe and secure from the touch and even the sight of 
Russian citizens, have been converted into schools, hospitals, and 
sanatoriums. 

In traveling throughout Russia I met not a single Russian 
senator. Their togas are in the museums, but the senators are 
gone. 

Mr. President, what has become of those austere, haughty, 
and mighty Russian senators? 

... Divested of their royal robes, those of them now so un
fortunate as to be alive, are scattered through the world-some 
of them to-day are working for Amos 'n' Andy driving fresh 
air taxicabs on the Champs Elysees in Paris. 

Mr. President, before I leave this phase of this discussion, 
permit me to suggest a word of warning to the people of the 
country. 

Republicans of the Senate! If the Democratic Party were in 
power, if the Domocratic Party controlled this Senate, if such 
majority party should set up here a committee to spy upon the 
citizens, to raid their homes, to indict and try them fo-r exer
cising the right to petition their Government for redress of 
grievances, if such committee, so organized and operating, 
should proceed to act as a board of s~ategy to promote or de
feat suggested legislation which the leaders of the Democratic 
Party favored or opposed-if such a proposal should be sug
gested, would you support the policy? 

Democrats of the Senate! If the Republican Party were in 
power, if the Republican Party controlled this Senate, if such 
majority party should set up here such a committee, would you 
support such a proposal? 

Progressives of the Senate! If a coalition of the Democratic 
and Republican Parties were in power, if such coalition con
trolled this Senate, if such coalition majority should set up 
here such a committee, would you support such a proposal? 

In the next few days, perhaps, Senators here will be called 
upon to pass upon this question. 

1\Ir. President, I make no defense of the questionable or 
professional lobbyist. I am speaking in defense of a delegation 
of honorable American citizens who ca,me to Washington, ex
ercising .their constitutional right to petition this Congress for 
redress of grievances. I am speaking in defense of the con
stitutional right of any citizen of any State, of any race, of 
any party, with or without financial or political standing, to 
come to his Nation's Capital, and to call at the office of any 
official, Senator, or President, or any agent who serves the 
public. I am speaking in defense of their right to do this in 
the open, man to man, eye to eye, with head erect, and unafraid. 
I protest against a policy which would compel citizens, if they 
come, to appear at the back door, cap in hand, to beg for the 
crumbs which may fall from the table of monopoly. 

Mr. President, I pointed a moment ago to a map upon the 
wall showing the States whose delegates are here asking Con
gress to consider an amendment for a tariff on oil. Who op
poses this proposal? 

The Standard Oil group opposes it. The Standard Oil group 
is known as the Rockefeller group. It is a $5,000,000,000 group. 

The Gulf Oil Co. opposes this proposal. The Gulf Oil Co. 
is reputed to be the personal property of the Mellon family, 
well represented here ; and they oppose this proposal. 

The Dutch Shell group, a foreign corporation owned by the 
Goverriment of Great Britain, is here opposing this proposal. 

Mr. President, the Standard Oil group, a · $5,000,000,000 group; 
the Gulf Oil group, a billion-dollar group; the Dutch Shell 
group, another billion-dollar group! So in presenting this 
request for consideration we are opposed by concentrated we-cilth 
in the gigantic sum of some $7,000,000,000. 

The main opponent here is the Dutch Shell group. The Dutch 
Shell group is the greatest producer of oil in the world. I read 
from the Wall Street Journal of date Saturday morning, Janu
ary 11, 1930. Under the heading Royal Dutch Record Output, in 
black headlines, I read as follows : 

RETAINS POSITION AS LARGEST PRODUCER 
The group's production averaged 527,000,000 barrels daily tor the 

entire year, and with this yield it undoubtedly retained its position as 
the largest producer ot oil. 

Mr. President, the Dutch Shell group is a British corporation. 
It is owned by the British Government-at least, I have author
ity to that effect. In support of my statement I call your atten
tion to the following dialogue taking place between the senior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON] and the late lamented 
Henry Cabot Lodge : 

Mr. WATSON or Indiana. The Senator says that England controls the 
Royal Dutch Shell group. Does he mean by that the Government of 
England or citizens of England? 

Mr. LODGE. The Government. 
Mr. WATSON of Indiana. The Government itself? 
Mr. LoDGE. The Government has 60 per cent o! the stock of the 

Royal Dutch and 40 per cent of the Shell, I think. It may be the 
reverse, but it controls both. Of course, the Royal Shell is . an English 
corporation. In the Royal Dutch the Government has the absolute 
control of 60 per cent; at least, that is the report in response to 
the inquiry of our Government. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
just a question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WATSON. The Senator has said that the Standard Oil 

Co. was present, that the Royal Dutch Shell and the Gulf Oil 
were present. His expression was, "They were here." Does 
the Senator mean to say that there were actually representa
tives of those oil companies here at the time working against 
the passage of his amendment for a tariff on oil? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I think I made 
that clear. The Gulf Oil Co. is a Mellon-owned company. Mr. 
Mellon is the Secretary of the Treasury. I contend that he is 
here, very, very much here. 

The Dutch Shell group is a foreign company, and I now shall 
proceed to show that the Dutch Shell group is here, very much 
lrere. 

Mr. WATSON. I wanted to say that if they had representa
tives here, I was just wondering why they had not been invited 
before this lobby committee. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will answer the question. 
Mr. WATSON. Very well. 
Mr . . WALSH of Montana rose. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will not yield. They were 

here, and I will take care of the matter thoroughly. The 
Dutch Shell was here. The agent of the Dutch Shell Oo. was 
investigated. I am just about to come to that investigation. 

Mr. President, the Dutch Shell group is here. They have 
always been here, very much here. The lobbyist of the Dutch 
Shell group was before the ·committee. Here is a copy of the 
testimony taken before that committee. I now shall refer to 
that investigation. The lobbyist testifying said: 

My name is John H. Carroll; my legal and voting residence, Union
ville, Putnam County, Mo. I have an office here in Washington in the 
Transportation Building and have had since 1917, and I am a prac
ticing lawyer. 

Reading from page 1262, it appears that the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. WALSH] asked Mr. Carroll the following ques
tions: 

What particular department have you appeared before? 

Colonel Ca:c.roll answered : 
Well, I have been in the Interior Department a great deal. I repre

sent the Royal Dutch and Shell companies and all their subsidiaries in 
the United States. 

I want to read that again, not for the record but for the 
Senate. 

I represent the Royal Dutch and Shell companies and all their sub
sidiaries in the United States. 

That is from the lobbyist's own testimony. 
Diverting for a moment, I ha\e had placed upon the wall a 

chart giving the name of this lobbyist, his apartment number, 
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and the location of his hotel, a li~t of the companies he himself 
in this investigation acknowledged that he represented, and a 
list of the salaries he admitted he is now receiving. 

Senators will notice, in looking at that chart, that he repre
sents the Great Northern Railway, but no one inquired as to how 
much salary he was getting for that service ; at least, I did not 
find it in the record. He testified he was representing the 
United States Sugar Co., but no one inquired how much salary 
he was receiving for such service. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla

homa yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am astonished at what the 

Senator says. I have a very distinct recollection of Colonel 
Carroll telling us what salary he got from the Great Northern 
Railway Co. and the Burlington. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, be admitted he 
received from the Northern Pacific and the Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy Railroads, $20,000 a year, but as to what be received 
from the Great Northern Railway Co. he was silent. I will refer 
to his testimony as I proceed. 
It appears from page 1271 that Senator RoBINSON of Indiana 

asked this question of this witness : · 
Colonel, what is the Dutch Shell Co.? 

The answer was : 
Well, it is a Dutch-Holland controlled concern. They own large 

property in this country. The Shell Co. of California and the Roxanna 
Corporation of St. Louis. 

On page 1272 we find further questions and answers. Senator 
RoBINSON of Indiana asked Colonel Carroll this question: 

What service in the last five years have you rendered for them, 
generally? 

Speaking about the Dutch Shell companies, Colonel Carroll 
answered: 

Well, it has been-there is a great amount of detail in brlnging 
expert labor and all that. We have everyday trips to the State 
Department, which is done by my assistant. .I don't do that. 

Senator ROBINSON of Indiana. To the State Department? 
Colonel CARROLL. Yes; to get passports to bring in labor, expert labor. 
Senator ROBINSON of Indiana. Do they bring in labor from foreign 

countries? 

The answer was : 
Various countries. They bring in under the labor act, experts. 

Not only does Colonel Carroll admit that he represents the 
Dutch Shell Co., but he states positively that .his main repre
sentation is in bringing to the United States labor from foreign 
lands to compete with American 'labor here in the United States 
of. America. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. . 
Mr. WATSON. I have been for the Senator's amendment, 

and am now for a tariff on oil, and think it ought to be passed, 
and intend to help him pass it; but I believe in being fair to 
everybody. Has Colonel Carroll, to his knowledge, ever ap
pealed to any Senator about a tariff on oil? 

1\Ir. THOMAS .of Oklahoma. I am coming to that in just a 
moment. 

1\Ir. WATSON. I want to _say just this, l have known him 
very intimately for a great many years-- -

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I refuse to yield 
further. I am not reflecting on Colonel Carroll. I am simply 
giving the record. It is all a matter 'of record. Colonel Car
roll is engaged in a legal occupation. No one questions his right 
to represent these companies, and get all the salary he can, and 
before I am through, I will convince some of those present, at 
least, that he is earning some of the salaiies he admits he is 
receiving. 

The junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON] asked him 
this question : 

Colonel, what is the capital of the Dutch Shell Co.? 
Colonel .CARROLL. I don't know exactly. I think it is close to a 

billion dollars. 
Senator ROBINSON of Indiana. Do you know what their investment is 

in this country? 
Colonel CARROLL. Well, it is in the neighborhood, I think, of $500,000,-

000. It is very hard to say. The head of the concern is Gen. Avery 
Andrews, who is chairman of the board of these American concerns, and 
we report to him, and I suppose be reports to The Hague. 

Senator ROBINSON of Indiana. You have been representing them here 
at Washington for the past 10 years, I understood you to say. 

Colonel CARROLL. Yes; I think so. 

Seni).tor ROBINSON of Indiana. How much do they pay you, Colonel? 
Colonel CARROLL. $25,000 a year. 
Senat~r RoBINSON of Indiana. Is that a retainer or a specific salary? 
Colonel CARROLL. That is paid every month. 

By looking at this chart Senators will see that Colonel Carroll 
represents the United Fruit Co. He is getting $15,000 a year for 
representing that company. 

When the tariff bill was first brought befo1·e the country the 
farm organizations of the United States made a demand for a 
tariff on bananas. That demand was pressed, and the evidence 
shows that 60,000,000 bunches of bananas come into the United 
States each year. The farm organizations asked for a tariff of 
75 cents a bunch on 60,000,000 bunches of bananas. 1\fake the 
multiplication and it will be found that the United Fruit Co. and 
other importers would have been taxed the · sum of $45,000,000 
a year as a tax upon bananas alone. 

They did not want that to happen. These fruit companies 
did not want to pay a tax on bananas. They have an invest
ment of $200,000,000 in their importing companies. To whom 
did they go to see that that did not happen? To what agent, • 
what lobbyist, in the United States or in the world, did this 
$200,(X)(),OOO concern go to employ services to defeat the tariff 
upon bananas? 

They sent for Colonel Carroll. He went to Boston. He 
made a contract that for $15,000 a year he would try to defeat 
a tariff upon bananas ; and now we are here, in the closing 
days of this tariff discussion, and we have no tariff upon 
bananas. 

Did Colonel Carroll earn his money? I do not know how 
he did it. He did not do it by approaching Senators in their 
offices. He did not do it by buttonholing Senators . . No; he 
says that is ancient. He does not buttonhole Senators. Years 
ago he lobbied for railroads_ down in 1\Iissouri, and in that 
ancient way of lobbying they actually went to Senators aud 
lobbied with them, saw them in the lobbies, on the streHs, 
on the sidewalks, even called them from the Senate Chamber. 
That form of lobbying was so repulsive to Colonel Carroll that he 
left Missouri, left the town where be had to buttonhole legis
lators, the capital of 1\Iissouri. He does not work in that way 
now. I will show Senators in a little while, perhaps, how he 
does work. 

Here is the testimony in support of the statement made: 
Senator RoBINSON of Indiana. They employed you to help prevent 

the Government from levying a tax on bananas? 
Colonel CARROLL. Yes ; and to do such other business as might be 

brought up. 
Senator ROBINSON of Indiana. And- for that they pay you $15,000 

a year? · 
Colonel CARROLL. A year; yes, sir. 

Mr. President, I find on page 1280 that Senator CARAwAY 
asked Colonel Carroll some questions. The colonel had just 
condemned Jefferson City, Mo., because 28 years ago he had to 
lobby in the ancient way of buttonholing senators, and calling 
on them at their offices, and calling them out of the senate 
chamber. He condemned that system of lobbying. I have read 
his answer. He testified as follows: 

Senator ROBINSON of Indiana. Was that while the legislature was in 
session? 

Colonel CARROLL. It certainly was. There would be no occasion to 
be there otherwise. _.I am really telling you now, i1 you want to know, 
that I am ashamed of ever having gone to .Jefferson City on that busi
ness, and 28 years ago I notified the president of the Chicago, Burling
ton & Quincy Railroad that I would never go to the damned town again, 
and I have never gone there. Pardon me. 

Senator CARAWAY. May I ask a question. Why were you ashamed? 
Was it the character of the work? 

Colonel CARROLL. Well, it was the character of lobbying around, 
!Juttonboling fellows. 

Mr. President, I have given some indication of the activities 
of Colonel Carroll. He lobbies in a modern way. He does not 
buttonhole Senators. He does not call upon them at their 
offices. He does not call them from the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNEs in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I merely wish to suggest to the 

Senator, before he leaves the question of the compensation of 
Colonel Carroll, that as I remember it we asked him if the 
total amount received per year was $153,800 or some such 
figure as appears on the Senator's chart, and as I remember his 
answer be replied that he thought it was considerably x;nore 
than that. 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes; I have his answer. He 

answered the question by stating that he paid an incojlle tax 
of $25,000 and left the committee to infer what his salary was. 

Mr. President, Colonel Carroll was investigated and he so 
impressed the committee-no ; the committee so impressed him
that he congratulated the committee. 

How does Colonel Carroll lobby? He tells us one way in 
which he does not lobby, but keeps secret the rules he follows. 

There is at this moment in the gallery a man by the name 
of Barlow. Mr. Barlow is an American citizen. He is old. 
Years ago he went to Cuba, and after a lifetime of bard 
work he secured a tract of land in the city of Habana em
bracing something like 70 acres. He bad a hard time to get 
this land. He had lawsuits over it and the Cuban courts sus
tained his position. After he had fought for his title through 
the Cuban courts the Cuban Government for some reason re
fused to sustain and execute the decree of the Cuban courts. 
This American citizen appealed to the powers that be at Wash
ington for aid and for help. After a long time he secured a 

• favorable reception at the hands of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee of this body, the committee presided over by the dis
tinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH]. The matter was 
discussed by the Foreign Relations Committee. I am not a 
member of that committee and am only telling now what I 
have been advised. Members can correct me if I make a mis
statement. 

After Barlow, an American citizen having a decree for prop
erty in Cuba, failed to get his land and appealed to the 
American Government and was forced to come to Congress 
and appeal to the committee here; after the committee heard 
his cause, the Foreign Relations Committee appointed a sub
committee to go down and call upon the Secretary of State 
in the interest of this American citizen. They went. As a 
result of their going, so I am advised, the State Department 
appointed an Undersecretary, Mr. Reuben Clark, to investigate 
the Barlow claim. Mr. Clark investigated the claim of Mr. 
Barlow, and, on the 22d day of last May, not a year ago, the 
State Department sent a message to the American ambassador 
in Cuba, Mr. Judah, directing Mr. Judah to take steps to pro
tect the interests of M.r. Barlow in his Cuban title to his Cuban 
land. Remember that date, Senators-the 22d of last May. 

When that order went out somebody did something. Look at 
this chart on the wall! Mr. Carroll admits that he is the attor
ney for the Cuban Embassy, for which he draws $10,000 a year. 
Between the 22d day of May la.J)t and the 1st day of J nne
eight days-some one got in touch with Mr. Carroll. On the 
1st day of June he drew the first monthly installment of a 
salary of $54,000 a year to represent the interests antagonistic 
to Mr. Barlow. Instead of the American ambassador to Cuba, 
Mr. Judah, following the instructions of the State Department, 
Mr. Judah, accompanied by the former ambassador, Mr. Crowder, 
appeared in Washington, and, on the 4th day of June, they 
had a conference with the Secretary of State. Twelve days had 
expired since that notice went out, but in 12 days' time Carroll 
was employed. In 12 days' time a conference was held. In 
12 days' time the American ambassador, instead of following 
the instructions of the American Government, came to Wash
ington and had a conference with the Secretary of State. When 
the 4th day of last June had come and gone Barlow's claim was 
forgotten and lies dormant at this hour. 

How was that done? It was not done by futtonholing Sena
tors. It was not done by the ancient way o lobbying-man to 
man, face to face, eye to eye. I know of no way it could be 
done excepting by the modern way, as Colonel Carroll performs 
and operates. And what is that modern way? I can not ex
plain it. I can venture only two suggestions. One of them is 
lobby telepathy and the second is radio mesmerism, and there 
are people in the world who make perfect receivers for just that 
kind of lobbying. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-

homa yield to the · Senator from Utah? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. For what purpose? 
Mr. SMOOT. Just for a question. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question. 
Mr. SMOOT. The $54,000 that Mr. Carroll received does not 

include the amount ·that is paid for the :fight with reference 
to a duty on sugar. That is separate and distinct, is it not? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. He said he represented the 
United States Sugar Co., but he did not tell how much of a 
salary they paid. It would be in addition to the $153,800. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any doubt about that, and he makes 
them pay well for it, too. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question only. 
Mr. DILL. I wonder if the Senator could give us any en

lightenment updn his suggestion as to radio mesmerism and 
lobby telepathy. I do not just understand what he means by 
that. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I suggest that we refer that to 
the lobbying committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, a man who represents the Dutch Shell Co. is 
entitled to be called "colonel." The men who manage that 
company are knighted. They are entitled to be called " sirs." 
Mr. Carroll is a colonel. He is not a lobbyist. Colonel Carroll 
is a parliamentary solicitor. 

Shortly after Machado was elected President of Cuba Colonel 
Carroll took his private car, went down to Cuba, and brought 
the Cuban President to Washington in state. He does not 
travel as ancient lobbyists traveled. He travels like modern 
lobbyists, in a private car, furnished him by the president 
of one of the railroads. He went down and got the President 
of Cuba and brought him to the United States and entertained 
him while he was here and took him back home. That is the 
modern way of lobbying-! presume. 

Mr. President, I am sorry the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. NoRRis] is not here. I am not responsible for 
his absence. I make no criticism because he is gone. Just after 
the committee had made a report upon the activities of Colonel 
Carroll, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRis] sought an 
opportunity to make some observations upon the floor of the 
Senate, in the course of which he said: 

Mr. NORRIS. For instance, in the report just made it is shown on 
page 4 that a couple of lobbyists employed another one. They em
ployed Col. John H. Carroll. So far as I know, Colonel Carroll is a 
very high-class man, an able lawyer. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inter· 
ruption? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. CARAWAY. He has not tried a lawsuit in half a century. 

PJ:hen the Senator from Nebraska proceeded to quote from 
the report submitted by the lobby committee, as follows : 

Says the committee : " It did not appear after diligent questioning 
that Colonel Carroll had done anything or was in a situation to do 
anything in return for this liberal income, $153,000 per annum." 

Mr. BLAIN.m. Oh, yes, he was. 
Mr. NoRRis. It does not appear on the surface, but the Senator from 

Wisconsin says he was in a position to do something. Perhaps he 
was, but not that has been here shown. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. NORRIS. I .yield. 
Mr. BLAINlll. I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact that 

the testimony shows that ColoneJ. Carroll got $45,000 from the rail
roads and at his advanced years he became the escort of Queen Marie 
when she made her tour of the United States. 

Mr. NoRRIS. Anyway, Mr. President, the report shows that there is 
no · evidence here of his doing anything for these large sums of money, 
and we must assume, therefore, that if he does do something, and he 
has been on the witness stand, it is something that will not stand the 
light of day. 

(At this point Mr. NoRRis entered the Chamber). 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Again quoting the Senator 

from Nebraska [Mr. NORRis] : 
Mr. President, all of this ought to be nauseating and a stench in 

the nostrils of a patriotic people. 

Mr. President, I suggest to some of those upon the floor that 
their company is quite as bad as that of some of us who have 
been accused of associating with citizens here petitioning the 
Congress for a redress of wrongs and a redress of grievances. 

Mr. President, let me now return to another phase and I 
shall soon conclude. I said a while ago that the United States, 
and the world for that matter, is now going through an economic 
revolution. We are. Only a few days ago the public press car
ried a story that there was about to be a bank merger in New 
York City which, if consummated, would form a bank with prac
tically $3,000,000,000 in capital and resources. Two or three 
years ago we heard of a billion-dollar bank and America was 
shocked to think that such a gigantic sum could possibly come 
under the domain and management of one institution. But on 
the 15th of this month, only a few days ago, the news was spread 
that a merger was about to be completed which would bring into 
existence a $3,000,000,000 bank. On the 18th a bulletin was 
flashed that the merger had been completed and that the new 
bank was in operation. What kind of a bank is that, Mr. 
P1·esident? I wonder whose bank that is? Let me call atten-
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tion to a story in the Washington Post of date March 18. I 
read: 

Reports have it that Winthrop W. Aldrich, brother-in-law of John D. 
Rockefeller, jr., and president of the Equitable, a "Rockefeller" bank, 
will become president of the enlarged Chase, while Albert H. Wiggin and 
Charles S. McCain, chairman and president of the Chase, will become 
chairman of the executive committee and chairman of the board. George 
B. Silzer, former Governor of New .Tersey, president of the Interstate, is 
expected to retire. 

Mr. President, if this news story is to be believed, we find 
that this newly merged bank is to take care of the constantly 
growing profits of the Standard Oil Co., one of the groups 
fighting the independents upon this floor. · 

On the same page where we find this story about the merger 
of banks we find this headline : · 

Huge firm to link baking companies. 

And in the body of the story we find that there has been 
formed a gigantic organization, with a capital of $50,000,000, 
to operate a chain of bakeries, and to control, if they can, the 
baking business of the Nation. On the same day we find on 
another page the following : 

DEPARTMENT STORES PROFITS DEPEND ON SIZE AND TURNOVER 

Small department stores should merge, Fisher says. 

Then, to-day I pick up a local newspaper, and I find a full
page advertisement with the headline-

Turning the light of truth on false and misleading statements in re
cen~ cigarette advertising. 

Mr. President, we have in this Republic to-day not only a 
fight of oil against oil, independent oil against Standard Oil, 
American oil against British oil, but we have here a fight 
to the death between the cigarette-manufacturing companies 
of the Nation. When the fight is over there will be one 
tobacco company, one cigarette company; the present com
panies will be merged; and we will not then see the cheap 
prices for cigarettes which ·now obtain. When the monopoly 
shall have become complete the price of cigarettes will soar; 
and I suggest now that smokers of cigarettes lay in their sup· 
ply before the battle is over. 

Mr. President, what are we coming to? I was surprised 
at some of the votes against this amendment the other night. 
I may say that I was sorely grieved. For many years I have 
followed certain Senators upon this floor in thought and action. 
Then, when a question was presented here of the little man 
against the big, the independent against the monopoly, I was 
sorely vexed to find some of those to whom I heretofore looked 
for leadership voting against the small, the weak, and the inde-

. pendent, and in favor of monopoly. 
Here is what is happening, Mr. President. I exhibit to the 

Senate a statement from a newspaper, "The New York Dally 
Investment News," and across the page in big headlines we see 
these words : · · 

America joins steel entente. World-wide control of prices is assured. 

Let me read one or two paragraphs from this signed article: 
World-wide control of export sales and export prices on steel products 

bas become assur.ed through an agreement which has been entered into 
by most of the leading American steel producers. 

Further-
Under this arrangement the bulk of the American business goes to the 

United States Steel Products Co., the export subsidiary of the United 
Sta tes Steel Corporation. 

And further-
Each American company now gets its regular quota of export busi

ness, and the competitive price situation that formerly existed has been 
r estricted to a large extent. 

The international agreement now being entered into provides that 
each member country be given a global quota covering its sales in both 
domestic and export markets, and a percentage is established between 
domestic and export sales. The agreement provides further that each 
group of steel products shall be controlled by a committee composed 
of two members from each country. 

The agreement also contains a clause which protects the domestic 
market of each member country from incursion on the part of other 
members. 

Then follows, under the black-faced headline" Will have price 
body " this statement : 

Special committees will meet periodically and will fix minimum export 
prices. 

Presumably the international agreement will be of great value to the 
American industry, which bas suffered considerably in recent years from 

low-price foreign competition, especially at seaboard points. Not infre
quently the American steel mills have met the low foreign prices in 
special cases, thereby undermining the domestic-steel price structure at 
the expense of profits. 

If the international agreement works out as it is expected to, such 
foreign competition in the United States will be minimized so that it 
will not be a factor in influencing domestic prices. 

Mr. President, I exhibit these newspaper stories as evidenc
ing the growth of world-wide monopolies which are soon to 
dominate not only this country but the world. The fight 
has now begun against the independent oil producers, and if 
the larger units in the oil business can reduce the prices and 
force the independent operators out of business, so that they 
will not have local competition, then it will not be long until I 
will be able to exhibit upon this floor, if I shall then be here, 
another newspaper story to the effect that a gigantic oil 
monopoly has divided up the world; and when that time comes 
what will be the price of gasoline and oil refined products to 
the consumers of the United States? 

Mr. President, let me say that in the former presentation of 
this question but two arguments were used against the amend
ment submitted at that time. One was advanced by the dis-
tinguished Senator from New York [Mr. CoPELAND], who stated 
that, if the amendment should be adopted, it would not be long 
until American oil would be gone and American consumers 
would be forced to rely upon foreign oil or else to go without. I 
want to answer that argument btiefly. I have authority which 
I think the Senator will accept and which I think the country 
will accept. I refer to the report of the Standard Oil Co. (Inc.) 
of New Jersey for the year ending December 31, 1928. It is the 
report submitted by Mr. Teagle, the president of that company, 
to his stockholders. Therefore, I have confidence that the re
port can be relied upon. What does Mr. Teagle say to his 
stockholders about the resources of oil and as to how long the 
American people may expect to have an oil supply for their 
requirements? Let Mr. Teagle answer. I will read one para
graph from the conclusion of the report, as follows : 

The record of 1928 is more encouraging in the promise of further 
progress that it has held out than in the material results actually at
tained. There is ground for optimism in the clearer understanding 
which the industry now has of the shortcomings of a system of hap
hazard production and in the realization that the large reserves of oil 
above ground, the increasing percentage of the light products obtained 
from crude and the greater surety of :finding new production where 
geophysical devices can be employed-

Here take notice--
have placed the industry in the position where tt can deliver petroleum 
products for essential uses indefinitely. · 

The president of a billion and a half dollar corporation oper
ating in America tells his stockholders that his company is now 
able to produce gasoline and oil products for the people of 
America-for how long? Indefinitely. I submit that in answer 
to the argument of the Senator from New York. 

Then, Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Mary
land [Mr. TYDINGS] made an argument-and it has been copied 
since then by those who oppose this amendment-that if the 
amendment were adopted an added tax burden would be placed 
upon the people of the United States in the gigantic sum of 
$900,000,000. That is a terrific sum. But, Mr. President, let 
me argue by analogy. The United States produces about the 
same amount of wheat in bushels that it produces of oil in 
barrels. It annually produces about 900,000,000 bushels of 
wheat and about 900,000,000 barrels of oil. If a dollar tax per 
barrel upon oil would increase the consumer's price $900,000,000, 
why has not the tax of 42 cents a bushel on wheat increased the 
cost of wheat products some $378,000,000? 

Mr. President, wheat makes bread and bread is the staff 
of life; it is the one commodity which the poorest man must 
have; and yet Congress has placed a tariff duty of 42 cents 
a bushel on wheat thus raising the cost of bread to the con
sumers in the sum of almost $4.00,000,000. I am not condemning 
this tariff duty on wheat; but when we come here and ask for a 
tariff on oil to protect the oil producers, to protect the oil 
drillers, and to protect the farmers who have oil beneath their 
land, we are met with the argument that such a tariff will raise 
the price of oil products to the consumer some $900,000,000. 

Mr. President, those who favor the 42 cent tax on wheat 
will deny that the price of whe~t has been raised. They 
want that 42-cent tariff rate · to be effective, and in order to 
make that tariff rate effective we have worked for eight years, 
and have created a Federal Farm Board; we have also au
thorized an appropriation of $500,000,000, and have actually 
appropriated $250,000,000, but even yet the price of wheat has 
not been preceptibly increased. 
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Mr. President, if the wheat Senators here-and I do not 

speak disparagingly ; my State grows wheat; I should be proud 
to be called a wheat Senator---eould, by a simple amendment, 
make the tariff of ·42 cents a bushel on wheat effective, would 
th~y not be standing here sponsoring it? I should be standing 
here sponsoring it, and when my name was called I should 
vote "yea." 

We have passed, as I say, a bill creating a Federal Farm 
Board to try to make that tariff effective. We have authorized 
the appropriation of $500,000,000 to make it effective. We have 
appropriated $250,000,000 to make it effective. We have not 
stopped there. We have placed in this tariff bill what is 
known as a debenture to try to force the price of wheat up, 
so that the tariff of 42 cents will be effective ; and yet, when 
I come here pleading the cause from the same identical States 
and almost the same class of people, it is condemned. 

Mr. President, had it not been for these oil leases and the 
small royalties the farmers of my State have received in the 
past few years, they would not now own the farms upon which 
they hope to harvest a crop of wheat next year, for which they 
expect to secure a reasonable price. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the profits being made 
by the companies that are opposing this tariff. 

The Humble Oil Co., a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co., 
on March 3 submitted a report, showing that that company's 
net for the year 1929 was $32,535,080. 

The Standard Oil Co. of Indiana-another Standard sub
sidiary-shows in its report for 1929 that its net earnings were 
$78,499,754. 

Then the entire Standard group made a report, and that report 
shows that the Standard group made in 1929 the sum of $269,-
645,927-the largest in history, and comparing with $218,740,335 
in 1928. 

I have had prepared a chart-it is not hanging where many 
of you can see it-showiug the profits of the Dutch Shell. 
The Dutch Shell is a holding company, owned by the British 
Government. It has many, many subsidiaries. It has one sub
sidiary known as the Venezuelan Oil Concessions. In 1927 that 
one subsidiary made 55"% per cent net. In addition to that it 
paid the holding company 15 per cent net, making the total net 
return upon its invested capital for that year 70lh per cent. 

The Apex Oil Fields Co. made that year 80 per cent net. 
The Standard Oil Co. bas one subsidiary down in that sec

tion of the world-the Lago. In 1927 it earned $8,000,000 on a 
working capital of $3,500,000. 

The authority to which I am referring states that the shares 
in some of the British and American oil companies increased in 
value some 600 per cent from 1924 to 1927. 

Mr. President, I am speaking about the Shell Co. I have 
here a few advertisements taken from local papers. I submit 
them only as an incident. It is not an argument. They have a 
right to advertise. They are advertising. They are fighting 
now for a place here in Washington. Here is a copy of one 
of their advertisements, and here is a copy of another. They 
are appearing in local papers daily. You notice on the front 
page, in the advertisement, that it says: 

Now comes Sht-11 to Washington. Change to Shell, and feel the 
difference. 

l\1r. President, this Shell gasoline is made from sour oil from 
Venezuela; and, while I have not bought any of their gasoline, 
I am told that this advertisement should be changed, and in
stead of advertising "change to Shell and feel the difference," 
it should be, "change to Shell and smell the difference." 

l\Ir. President, I have already talked too long. This is not 
a contest over this amendment. The world will go on if this 
amendment fails. 

1\Ir. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

l\1r. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Is it not a fact that when, about three 

years ago, the price of crude oil was a dollar a barrel more 
than it is to-day, the price of gasoline was lower than it is 
now? 

1\fr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, answering that 
inquiry, let me say that for 10 years the price of oil has been 
constantly going down, down, and the price of gasoline has been 
going up, up. As oil goes down, it meets gasoline coming up. 

1\lr. President, what is the inevitable result? There can be 
but one. Are the bu iness men of America, the refiners on the 
Atlantic seaboard and in the seaboard towns, such poor busi
ness men that ..they will pay more for oil from the interior than 
they wlll pay for that shipped in from Venezuela? Of course, 
they will not. Every barrel of oil, every gallon of gasoline that 
can be produced in Venezuela, on the island of Aruba, will be 
brought to America and sold here because they can sell it 

cheaper than we can produce it in America, and this will bring 
about one result : The price of American oil will go down, go 
down, until it meets the price of the foreign article, and that is 
75 cents a barrel. 

That is what we foresee. That is what we are appealing to 
the Senate to prevent; and, Mr. President, this is not alone an 
issue, oil against oil. I said a moment ago that no Senator upon 
this tloor can escape voting for oil on this amendment. You 
have your choice. You can either vote for American oil or you 
can vote for foreign oil. You can vote for independent oil or you 
can vote for Standard oil. You can vote for domestic oil or 
you can vote for British oil. 

I will not brand any Senator. I could not if I would. There 
are two groups here-one the American group, the other the for
eign group. When you come to vote, you take your choice. You 
then line up with the crowd you wish to join. 

Mr. President, in conclusion let me say that in my opinion this 
vote and this issue will have a wide effect and a wide portent 
in this country. These oil men stand shoulder to shoulder with 
the corner groceryman. They stand shoulder to shoulder with 
the independent filling-station proprietor. They stand shoulder 
to shoulder even with the hot-dog vendor, because only a few 
days ago I saw in the public press where the big oil companies 
of the Northeast are now putting in their own hotels, their own 
refreshment stands, at which they will sell hot dogs and their 
own cold drinks along with their refined-oil product. 

1\:Ir. President, this issue may not be important ; this amend
ment may not be important, but the principle here enunciated, 
and the issues that will come from it, will dominate the public 
life of America for the next decade. 
· 1\Ir. President and Senators, choose ye this day which g~·oup 
ye will serve. 

1\Ir. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I have an amendment to offer 
to this amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
stated. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George La Follette 
Ashurst Glass McCulloch 
Baird Glenn McKellar 
Barkley Golf McMaster 
Bingham Goldsborough McNary 
Black Gould Metcal! 
Blaine Greene Moses 
Blease Grundy Norbeck 
Borah Hale Norris 
Bratton Harris Nye 
Broussard Harrison Oddie 
Capper Hatfield Overman 
Caraway Hawes Patterson 
Connally Hayden Phipps 
Copeland Hebert Pine 
Couzens Heflin Pittman 
Cutting Howell Ransdt>ll 
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind. 
Dill Jones Robsion, Ky. 
Fess Kean Schall 
Fletcher Kendrick Sheppard 
Frazier Keyes Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
•.rownsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NYE in the chair). Eighty
six Senators have answered to their names. A quorum is 
present. 

The clerk will read the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nevada to the amendment of the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from Nevada offers the fol
lowing amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Oklahoma : Strike out the semicolon in line 16, page 2, and 
all the further provisos, line 16 to 23, inclusive, and in lieu 
thereof to insert : 

That the United St.o1.tes Tarili Commission is hereby authorized and 
directed to investigate the domestic and foreign costs of production of 
petroleum and petroleum products ; to prepare an.d file reports of such 
investigations, and to prepare and submit recommendations concerning 
duties thereon as in this act provided ; to lteep a continuous file of the 
posted price of crude petroleum and the retail price of gasoline ; and 
to make findings as to the average posted market price of crude petro
leum at the place of production, and also the retail price of gasoline at 
service stations at such principal markets for such gasoline as said 
'l'ariJI Commission may select: And provided ftwther, That no duty 
shall be collected or charged on crude petroleum or fuel petroleum dur
ing such periods as tbe average posted market price, as found by said 
Tari1f Commission, of Texas and Oklahoma crude petroleum of a 
gravity at 36° B., taken at a temperature of 60° F., shall be 
in excess of $2 per barrel at place of production : Ana provided. 
further, That no duty shall be collected or charged upon the petroleum 
products set forth in subparagraph (b) hereof during such periods as 
the average retail service station price, as found by said Tariff Com-
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mission, of standard unmixed gasoline in New York City, New York 
State, shall be in excess of 20 cents per gallon, exclusive of any gaso
line tax collected from the purchaser. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am frank to say that I 
do not believe this amendment will be entirely effective as to 
oil. I do not believe it will have any effect whatever on gaso
line. However, I have felt that there should be a check on the 
effect of this duty in the event it should be effective. 

I do not think it will have any effect on the price of gaso
line, for this reason, that should the price of oil reach $2 a 
barrel, it will not be as high as it was when gasoline was sell
ing for 18 cents, in 1926. In other words, if a profit could be 
made on gasoline when oil was $2.20 a barrel, there could be a 
profit made now when it is $2 a barrel. 

I may also state that the danger I see in the oil situation 
now is the danger of monopoly. I do not think there is any 
question at all but that we all realize now that there are three 
great companies in the United States which dominate the 
price both of oil and of gasoline. There is no competition in 
gasoline prices to-day at all. There are local flurries of 2 or 
3 cents where there are fights for distribution in various cities. 

There is competition at the present time in the price of crude 
oil, because if there were not, the price of crude oil would not 
average $1.20 a barrel, it would not average a price to-day that 
is every day putting about 3 per cent of the oil wells of this 
coun try out of business. / 

Where does that competition come from? It comes from the 
so-called independent oil producers of this country, who are com
peting with these big oil companies. Is it of interest that we 
should assist these independent oil companies in maintaining 
this competition? 

The evidence shows that the independents are daily going out 
of business, and at the rate at which they are now ceasing to 
exist, two years from now there will not be any of them. 

Let us look back several years. What was the price in the 
country at that time of the character of oil of which I have been 
speaking? It was about $2.75 a barrel. Why was that? Be
can e at that time the independent oil producers of this coun
try had really not come into existence. The beginning of their 
activities was the discovery of a great many new fields in Cali
fornia, Oklahoma, and Texas, many of them called " town-lot 
well:::," which fell into the hands rapidly of a number of inde
pendents. When those independents commenced to produce 
about 30 or 40 per cent of the oil of this country, then the oil 
of this country dropped in price steadily from $2.75 a barrel 
to the price it brings to-day. 

It has been testified before us, and I must accept that testi
mony, that oil must bring $1.75 in order that the average well 
in this coul1try may continue to produce, and the average price 
of this grade of oil about which we are talking, $1.21 a barrel. 
There is no question, if that be true, that there is a steady loss, 
which will mean the extinction or the absorption of these inde
pendents. 

We have the report of the Geological Survey, I think, at least, 
it is approved by them, that there ru·e 300,000 oil wells in this 
country that are producing less· than two barrels of oil each per 
day. No such well can exist, in my opinion, with oil bringing 
less than $1.75 a barrel, and if it did bring less than that. such 
a well would be operated totally without profit. 

What is the result? We must look to the future. There 
should be cheap oil, if that is desired, for two years, and then 
what will be the result? When these 300,000 wells have been 
run out of business, and all of their property absorbed, oil will 
go back to $2.75 a barrel, the price before the independents 
started. It will probably have to go to three or four dollars 
a barrel if the price of oil is to be stabilized, and there are 
only two ways in which that can be done, either by sustaining 
the competition or by Government price fixing, either through 
the States, or in same other way. I deplore any attempt such· 
as the latter, and therefore I am willing, even if it means a tax 
upon t.be people of this country of 50 cents a barrel for crude oil, 
that they should endure that tax, rather than see the extinction 
of these independents, and see oil go to from $2.75 up to $3.50 
a barrel after that period of time. 

I believe the stabilization of the p:rice of oil, and the stabiliza
tion of the price of gasoline, through sustained competition be-

: tween these three big companies, is the most desirable thing we ·. 
can accomplish along this line. 

Figures will be offered to show what the increased price of 
; gasoline will tax the people of this country. I say that under 
this amendment, this tariff becomes inoperative when the grade 
of oil produced in Texas or Oklahoma reaches $2 a barrel. If 

· it does become inoperative, and has not any effect on the price, 
. then the · price of oil will not go above $2 a ban·el. 

Why should that raise the price of gasoline? In 1926, when 
, the price of oil was $2.20 a barrel, the price ~f gi!Sofi!!e was only 

18 cents. You can figure theoretically that If the price of oil
goes above 15 cents a barrel the price of gasoline will go up 
proportionately, but, as a matter of fact, that is not the history 
of the two industries, and as far as gasoline is concerned, if the 
competition in gasoline bas any effect at all-and I do not 
believe it has-then this duty, under the amendment I propose, 
ceases to be operative, if the price goes to 20 cents a gallon in 
New York City, where gasoline is sold cheaper than at any other 
place in the United States. 

I have gone further than that. I have provided .that the 
Tariff Commission itself shall report the average price of gaso
line, so that if the price of gasoline in the West, in the central 
part of the country, or in the portions of the country most re
mote from the producing wells should be raised, they should 
strike the average, and if the average price, including probably 
24 cents in Kentucky or some other remote place, went above 
20 cents, then the duty should cease to exist at all, and there 
should be free trade from the outside. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT·. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Do I understand that if the 

Senator's amendment should be adopted there will not be ordered 
a general investigation of the oil industry, but only an inves
tigation as to the cost of production and distribution of gasoline 
products? 

Mr. PITTMAN. That is all. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. One further question. 
Mr. PITTMAN. I want to answer that question further. 

That is true, for the reason that I do not believe the functions 
of the Tariff Commission go to the extent to which those of the 
Federal Trade Commission extend. Nor do I think they have 
the facilities to conduct such an investigation. I think the 
Senator from Oklahoma should prepare a comprehensive resolu
tion for an investigation of the oil situation by one of our com
mittees--either the Committee on Interstate Commerce or the 
Public Lands Committee or some other committee--to get at the 
charges which the Senator from Oklahoma has made. I do 
not believe he is right in asking that the investigation be made 
by the Tariff Commission, because I think it is beyond their 
function, I do not think they have the equipment to carry it out, 
and I do not think any result will be brought about by that 
character of investigation. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield further? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If the Senator will permit me, 

there will be no recourse for the independents if his amendment 
fails but to ask for a real investigation of the oil industry, to 
the end that publicity may be brought to bear upon this situa
tion. 

Am I right in interpreting the amendment to mean that, if it 
should be adopted, at any time oil of the gravity mentioned is 
selling in the market for $2 a barrel, the tariff provision of a 
dollar a barrel is to become inoperative? 

Mr. PITTMAN. That is right. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Third, am I right in this .in

terpretation of the amendment, that if at any time gasoline sells 
in New York City at 20 cents, the tariff upon gasoline shall 
become inoperative? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I have changed that, and now provide that 
the Tariff Commission. shall select key points in the United 
States, and shall daily report the average price ·of gasoline 
throughout the United States, and when that is reported by the 
Tariff Commission as being above 20 cents the tariff shall be 
inoperative. 

l\fr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Then the force of the amend
ment, if adopted, would ·be that oil itself would not rise above 
$2 a barrel and that gasoline in New York City should not rise 
above 20 cents a gallQ_n. 

1\Ir. PITTMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If the Senator will yield, and 

if I may have the consent of the Senate, I will ask for a modifi
cation of my amendment; in other words, I will accept the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator bas a right to perfect 
his amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I ask that my amendment be 
modified to include the language suggested in the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Nevada. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma modi
fies his amendment as stated. The question now is on a~reejng 
to the amendment as modified. 

1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a very consider
able ~hare ~f the ~ntere§ting address of the Senator from 
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Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] was devoted to an attack upon the 
lobby committee, so called. The charges made against it are 
of such a grave character as that they ought to have some im
mediate notice. In the absence of the chairman of the com
mittee [1\fr. CARAWAY] I undert.ake to reply briefly to some of 
the accusations made against the conduct of the committee. 

They might be summarized, first, as a charge that the com
mittee has invaded the privacy of homes for the purpose of 
securing evidence; in the second place, that raids have been 
conducted against offices and other places of business and 
papers forcibly seized; third, that quiet and inoffensive citi
zens coming to the capital for the purpose simply of presenting 

· to Congress their views about public matters have been 
maligned and villified; and finally, that while the committee 
was diligent in inquiring into the activities of those seeking a 
duty upon oil, it, with a lack of impartiality, paid no atten
tion to those forces opposed to a duty upon oil. 

Mr. President, there have been no homes invaded nor have 
any documents or papers of any kind been taken from any 
homes. Neither has any raid been made upon any office nor 
have any papers or other documents been forcibly seized, nor. 
have any papers passed into the possession of the committee 
except such as have been voluntarily surrendered to the com
mittee by those in whose possession they were found. 

Mr. WATSON. ·l\Ir. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 

yield to the Senator from Indlana? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. WATSON. I was much interested, while the Senator 

from l\Iontana was out of the Chamber during the remarks of 
the Senator from Oklahoma, in two statements read by him 
:from newspapers to the effect that a man by the name of 
Holland had gone into the office---;-- . 

Mr. W' ALSH of Montana. Mr. Holland is now sitting at my 
side. 

Mr. WATSON. Whoever he is, I do not happen to know him. 
The statement was that he had gone into the office of one of 
the e gentlemen and had, without right and without any 
subprena, taken certain papers and brought them to the com
mittee. I was wondering whether or not that is so. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. l\lr. Holland informs the commit
tee that his custom has invariably heen to go to the occupant 
of the office, the person in charge, and ask leave to examine 
such documents as they had relating to the · matters under in
quiry and to take copies of the same, and frequently they have 
been turned over to him. That has been the procedure of the 
committee. 

Mr. WATSON. Was that the procedure in the particular in-
stance cited by the Senator from Oklahoma'? . 
. Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator can, I think, give no 
proof whatever of any seizure of any papers whatever any-
wh~a · 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator, although 
he would not yield to me. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will not insist. 
Mr. W ALS!I of Montana. Oh, no; I am perfectly willing to 

yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I hold in my hand now a clip

ping of February 28 and the Senator can see the headlines: 
Spectacular Senate raid of lobby headquarters aids in tariff fight. 

I have a book of newspaper clippings of this kind for each 
day which I shall be glad to submit to the committee, and if 
they want to go into the matter, I submit they could probably 
get some valuable information from the boys in the press gallery. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. This is the first information that 
any member of the Senate committee has had concerning any 
raid, and I unde.rtake to say that there is absolutely nothing 
to it at all. But we will not be required to rest upon news
paper accounts concerning this matter. Now that the matter 
has been mooted upon the floor of the Senate the facts about the 
matter will be established by indubitable proof. 

But, Mr. President, reference has been made to the remarks 
of the learned judge writing the opinion in the case against 
Sinclair about the sanctity of the home and of the right of 
privacy to private papers gdaranteed by the amendment to the 
Constitution. We heard a lot about that in the inquiry which 
resulted in that decision eventually by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. The welkin rang with eloquent denuncia
tions of the invasion of homes and of the right of privacy, and 
so forth. But it will be rewembered that after the learp.ed 

Justice had commented upon tha,t appeal to the court he added, 
"But the matter before us does not concern the private papers 
of the party in whose possession they were found. They relate 
to the public business. They relate to the disposition of the 
oil reserves of the Government." Accordingly it was held that 
the committee was entirely within its rights in prosecuting the 
inquiry which it did. 

So here, Mr. President, why talk about the private papers of 
some one which passed into the possession of the lobby com
mittee or about inoffensive citizens who came to the Capital 
for the purpose of presenting their .cause? What are the facts 
about the matter? These men came here some 200 strong in 
a private car from the Southwest, assembling at the city of St. 
Louis, whence they came here in a body. They established them
selves here in the city of Washington at expensive headquar
ters, with a large force, involving an expenditure of some $1,500 
a day. 
. Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the junior Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
M-r. PINE. What does the Senator mean by" a private car"? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Did I say" car"? 
Mr.· PTh'E. The Senator said "a private car." 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. ·Special train. They came in a 

special train. 
Mr. PINE. That was because so many of them were coming 

together at the same time. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I suppose so, and they found it 

convenient. 
Mr. PINEl Is there any evidence that it cost any more or 

that they expended more money because they came together in 
a special train? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; I do not think there was. 
They came here 200 strong in a special train and established 
headquarters here with a large force, as I said, of clerks and 
assistants and at an expense of practically $1,500 a day, the 
total expenditure up to the time the committee went into the 
rna tter being something like $50,000. 

Mr. PINE. Will the Senator please produce the evidence that 
their expenses amounted to $1,500 a day here in Washington? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. .The committee has not made a 
report, but it will be accurate in that respect. 

Mr. PINE. I understood that my colleague [Mr. THoM..As of 
Okiahoma] denied that they expended anything like $1,500 
a day. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We will supply the proof so it will 
be available. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. BLAINE. I call the Senator's attention to a telegram on 

page 8010 of the transcript. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. It is before me now. 
Mr. BLAINE. I should be glad if the Senator would read it. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall be glad to read it. This iff 

a _ telegram from Mr. Cromwell and Mr. Franklin, connected 
with the organization, as follows: 

FJmaUARY 15, 1930, 
ROBERT C. SHARP, 

President Independent Oil & Ga8 Oo., Tulsa; Okla.: 
Am afraid Waite favors your company join our association fight for 

oil ~arit'l'. We have nearly won in Senate. Some more friends are 
needed to carry through two weeks to get Senate amendment. Tele
grams, stenographic publicity, headquarters expenses cash twelve to 
fifteen hundred dollars daily, and another special train necessary March 
1. Will you please send Fred Tucker, Ardmore, Okla., association secre
tary, your company check for $5,000? Rumsey Bros., Slick rhillips 
Petroleum, us, and others have so contributed. Also wire Goebel and 
.Tones Bros., Kansas City, to communicate with Missouri Senators and 
Representatives to vote for oil tarill'. Stanley Draper, charge our 
headquarters here, requests you send your Charles Hopkins here for 
week or 10 days. We greatly need hinl-

JOE 1. CROMWELL. 

WmT FRANKLIN. 

l\lr. PINE. Does the Senator think it is fair to assume that 
they expended $1,500 because they mentioned that amount in a 
telegram soliciting subscriptions, when, as a matter of fact, the 
committee have the paid bills showing the fact that they did 
not eA.'J)end anything like that amount of money? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We have those; yes. This is 
what Mr. Franklin said, that they are now expending $1,200 
to $1,500 a day. 

Mr. PINE. What are the facts as shown by the bills that 
were paid? ' 
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l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Those are in the committee's 

record. I have not them before me just now. However, that 
is a matter of no great cons~quence. 
, But what diU they do? Did they merely present their cause 

to the Congress ? Did they merely wait upon Senators and 
present their cause to individual Senators, as well as issuing 
to ·them generally statements presenting their views about the 
matter? Nobody that I know of questions the absolute right 
of any citizen of the United States to come here, either in his 
own capacity or in a representative capacity, to present to the 
Congress of the United States any views he may have concern
ing any legislation. Nobody questions that light. Nobody 
doubts that right. Nobody endeavors to coudemn it in any 
manner whatever. That is not the question. The lobby com
mittee is not called upon to inquire into that kind of thing. It 
is called upon to inquire into organizations which establish 
themselves here having some kind of organization for the pur
pose of can-ying on the work of influencing l~'"'islation in this 
body. 

What did this organization do? Their activities are fairly 
well disclosed in a letter found in the record of the hearings of 
the committee at page 7982. I think that this letter will per
haps give the Senate a somewhat accurate idea of the character 
of the activities in which this organization was engaged. It 
is a letter addressed to Mr. Franklin. I read as follows : 
1\lt•. WIRT FRANKLIN, 

Washington, D. 0. 
Drun MR. FRANKLIN: I thank you for the literature you are sending 

out showing the price of gasoline to the consumer when crude oil brings 
a r easonable price and when it is sold at a very low price. I think 
this is the nut we have to crack, because the old Democratic doctrine 
is that the ultimate consumer pays the tariff, and it is hard to convince 
people who have had that idea in their mind a long time. 

We must convince the people in Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Oregon, 
and States like those, that they will not pay any more money for 
gasoline when the tariff is put on the oil than they do under the free
trade policy. 

I am writing a letter to-day to Senator HA wxs, of Missouri, . calling 
his attention to that one particular point, and also to the fact that 
it is not only the present condition that we are up against that makes 
the problem so ser ious, but the fact that foreign oil will deluge this 
country if we do not shut the door against it. 

Mr. A. A. Hammer has just been in my office and told me that he 
spent four years as a pioneer geologist in South Ame!'ica, and that he 
could convince anyone that there was so much oil in South America 
and Mexico that if it is allowed to" come in free it will paralyze the 
oil industry in t his country within a short time. 

I am writing Se.nator RANSDELL, of I.ouisiana ; Senator DE ' EEN, of 
Illinois ; Senator MCNAllY, of Oregon; and Senator FLETCHER, of Florida; 
a short 1-page letter along the same line, and also thanking Senator 
FEss, of Ohio, for his loyalty, as I know we can depend upon him. He 
was the first Senator I saw, and while he did not feel hopeful he 
assured me that he was with us and would support the tariff. 

I wrote J"oe Danciger in Fort Worth yesterday that I believed the 
most effective work could be done by putting some one in charge of 
each doubtful State and working through newspapers and other ave
nues of publicity in an educational campaign, and also having people 
who were convinced that we were right to send messages by letter or 
wire to their own Senators. These Senators know that they must go 
home for reelection and it is the home fires that we must keep burning. 

I want to congratulate you on turning down any idea of running for 
governor or any other political office so that people will know that 
you are doing this work for no other reason except to maintain an 
industry in Oklahoma that we need. You know that we have a lot of 
people in Oklahoma who think that if a man gets some prominence 
that the first thing he wants is an office, and it is hard to do the best 
work. under such conditions. 

After this is all over and the fight has been won then it will be the 
time to consid~r political matters. When I started on the trip to 
Washington I did not realize there was so much at stake, but I can 
see now that it is the biggest problem we have for Oklahoma. It may 
not be the only way to solve the problem, but it is the best way to 
begin to solve it, for if we do not shut the door against foreign oil 
we are through. 

After we have shut out foreign oil then we can do other things 
among ourselves. Give my best regards to Cromwell and Brown, for I 
know they are with us to the limit. 

With best personal regards, I am yours truly, 
A. C. TRUMBO. 

That, Mr. President, gives you a kind of general idea as to 
what was being released and issued to the press associations 
and then sent out to the newspapers. It was proposed that 
they send a man into every one of the doubtful States to 
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develop sentiment in those States, and to have telegrams and 
other messages sent to Senators from those States, in order to 
get them properly lined up. Mr. Franklin, who appears to be 
a very honorable gentleman, was entirely frank about the mat
ter, said that he expected in tbat way to arouse public sentiment 
at home that would be reflected back, and thus influence the 
action of Senators; but you will observe, l\Ir. President, that 
the thought that was in mind was that Senators would desire 
to be reelected, and that they would have that desire in mind 
in the action that they might take, and, therefore, their action, 
in order to save their own skins, politically, would doubtless be 
influenced by the letters and telegrams that came to them from 
home. 

That is not all, Mr. President, but, in addition to that, there 
was evidence before the committee that this lobbying organiza
tion undertook actually to trade for votes. Reference has been 
made to it upo_n the floor here, and the evidence leaves scarcely 
room for doubt to the ordinary mind that a straight deal wns 
made between the Senators from the State of Colorado, who 
were intensely . interested in a duty on sugar, that they were 
to vote for the duty on oil and that the Senators from Okla
homa were to vote for a duty on sugar. Whether that was the 
case or not, that was the work in which they were engaged; 
and Mr. Franklin was perfectly frank in saying that, of course, 
they were engaged in trading votes, for he understood that was 
the way in which tariff bills were always ft•amed. 

l\Ir. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Montana 
yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the.. Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

1\Ir. WALSH of M9ntana. I yield. 
1\Ir. PINE. In order to disabuse the mind of the Senator 

from Montana I will say that, so far as I was concerned, no 
trade was made. 

Mt·. WALSH of Montana. I am perfectly willing to take the 
word of the Senator from Oklahoma upon that, but I am 
t elling what was developed with respect to the activities of 
these gentlemen concerning the interrogation of whom the 
lobby committee is taken to task on the floor by the Senator's 
colleague [Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma]. 

Mr. PINE. Did not Mr. Franklin testify when he was on 
the stand before the Lobby Committee that their expenditures 
did not amount to mo·re than $300 per day? 

l\lr. W A.LSH of Montana. I must say that I have not the 
figures in mind. I had in mind his letter when I spoke. I 
shall be very glad before we get through, however, to give the 
ach1al figures of the expense incurred by the organization. 

Mr. PINE. I think we should have the facts and not con
clusions drawn from telegrams and letters that passed during 
that pe'riod of time. Those men, of course, were enthusiastic; 
they were probably overstating their effectiveness; they were 
making these statements, no doubt, to influence Mr. Franklin 
and n-rembers of the committee. I attended many of the hear. 
ings, and I think the committee felt--

1\ir. WALSH of Montana. Let me remark that the telegram 
with respect to that is Mr. Franklin's own telegram. 

Mr. PINE. But did not Mr. Franklin testify that he had 
not signed that telegram? 

Mr. WALSIJ of Montana. I do not think he so testified; 
but he testified that be did not sign many telegrams that went 
out over his name. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Montana yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, let me say to the 

Senator from Montana that on this proposition I want to join 
with my colleague from Oklahoma in denying that I made any 
trade. I go further and state that I have not interviewed any 
Senator upon this subject especially. I have called a few 
from the Chamber to meet delegations, and I took one delegate 
to see the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM]. There 
are quite a number of Senators around me, and I should be 
very glad to have some o'r all of them stand and say whether 
I have approached them upon this proposition and discussed 
the question with them. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, bear in mind that 
I am making no attack upon the Senator from Oklahoma. He 
has attacked the lobby committee, and, although be would not 
allow me to interrogate him when he was making the charges, 
I shall ask him now .to state, if he can, succinctly, what com
plaint he has to -make against the lobby committee? 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will be very glad to do so. 

The first complaint I make is against the raiding of the rooms 
of private citizens. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well; that is a matter of 
disputed fact; all right. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The second complaint I make is 
the refusal to receive and make a part of the record the state
~ent of a man who was before the committee seeking to make 
that statement. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall advert to that. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. And the third complaint is that 

one member of the committee should bring upon this floor evi
dence thus seized and make it public before it was presented to 
the lobby committee. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before it was presented to the 
lobby committee? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is an accusation against 

some particular member of the committee, in which I am not 
concerned; it does not affect me at all. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I admit that is correct. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not take any responsibility 

for what individual members of the committee may do; but the 
assault was not made upon individual members of the com
mittee. 

Now, we understand that the charge against the committee 
is, first, for raiding offices; and, second, for not allowing Mr. 
Franklin to read his statement. That is the sum and sub
stance of the charge against the lobby committee. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLEASE in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. In making my presentation of 

the subject here I specifically mentioned the person to whom I 
alluded, and that was the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BLAINE], as to using material secured from private rooms with
out having first presented it to the committee. I did not charge 
that against the committee then, and I do not now charge it 
against the committee. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I presume I am accurate in say
ing that the two charges against the committee are, first, raid
ing rooms, and second, not allowing Mr. Franklin to make a 
statement. But the more grave charge, not now recited by the 
Senator from Oklahoma, is a charge, by inference and innuendo, 
that the committee, while they were diligent in the search for 
evidence of activities in favor of a duty on oil, were altogether 
neglectful of investigating the activities of those who were op
posed to the duty on oil. 

With ,respect to the statement of Mr. Franklin. Some time · 
earlier in the proceedings of the committee Mr. GRUNDY, who 
has since become a, Senator, appeared before the committee and 
wanted to read a statement which he had prepared. It can be 
very readily understood by Members of the Senate that at an 
inquiry of this character witnesses will appear who want to 
make the committee a forum from which they can reach the 
public in support of their particular cause. The committee is 
not concerned with either the rights or the wrongs of any 
particular matter before the Senate; it is concerned only in 
endeavoring to find out what activities have been carried on for 
the purpose of promoting or defeating legislation-not about 
the merits of legislation at all. Yet it is always a task to 
prevent a witness from using the opportunity to expatiate upon 
the merits of his particular cause. 

Mr. PINEl Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will yield in a moment. So when 

Mr. GRUNDY came before the committee and wanted to read a 
paper, I am sure the chairman of the committee felt that it 
would probably have little reference whatever to the activities 
of Mr. GRUNDY, but would rather be a defense of his views of 
the public policy of a tariff or no tariff or of a high tariff or a 
low tariff. So Mr. GRUNDY was given permission not to read 
it, but to let it go into the record without reading. I now yield 
to the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. PINE. If the purpose of the investigation was as stated 
by the Senator, then why was this preliminary or premature 
report made? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. To what premature report does 
the Senator refer? 

:Mr. PINE. The report made by a member of the committee 
at the critical time when this question was up for decision. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The committee has made no re
port, but any member of the committee bas a perfect right to 

make use of any testimony before the committee, just as any 
Member of the Senate would have the right to make use of it. 
He could use it in a speech which he might make here at any 
time. There is nothing extraordinary about that. When we 
were conducting some inve tigations here, which have become 
somewhat historic, no one waited until the committee had made 
a report, but when testimony was adduced that was of a sensa· 
tional character it was a common thing for Members of the 
Senate to rise and say, "I am informed that before the com
mittee on yesterday testimony to the following effect was 
given." What is wrong about that? What reason is there for 
criticism of it? 

Mr. PINE. It is a misuse of incomplete information. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I can not agree with the Senator ; 

I can not agree with the Senator that it is wrong to use that 
any more than it is to use what a _ Senator may read in a ·news
paper. We read from the newspapers that certain things have 
taken place. Why should we not read testimony that is given 
before a committee? 

Mr. PINE. Is it proper for the power of the committee to be 
employed by an individual Senator to secure information for 
use in defeating legislation? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the testimony taken 
is put down in writing; it is available to any Senator at any 
time; and it is printed just as fast as it can be printed. 

Now, let me proceed. Mr. Franklin came here and wanted to 
read a paper after be had been subject to examination. The 
chairman told him that a rule had been adopted that papers 
could not be read, and suggested that he could have lea-ve to 
incorporate it in the record. The statement has since been read, 
and, as expected, it was, to a very large . extent, if not exclu
sively, an argument in favor of the cause that Mr. Franklin 
represented. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE], how
ever, insisted that he should have the right to examine the 
paper before it should go in the record. Technically, I have no 
doubt in the world that the Senator from Wisconsin was correct 
about the matter. I would have been perfectly willing to take 
the chance of it being enti.l·Ply proper to go into the 1·ecord, 
and so stated; but the Senator from Wisconsin asked that before 
it should go into the record he should have a right to see it. 

Why is not that right? How do we know but that it might 
contain scandalous matter of some kind or other, and that it 
ought not to go into the record or be published to all the world? 
Of course, it did not have that kind of matter; but, as a matter 
of strict legal right, why bas not a member of the committee a 
right to see a paper which some one wants to insert in the 
record before it goes into the record? 

A Senator offers something for the REcoRD here; and another 
Senator rises in his place and says, "Reserving the right to 
object, I should like to look at the paper." What is wrong 
about that? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 

Montana that if this witness or any other witness had asked 
permission of the lobby committee to put something in the 
record, and they had let him put it in without examination, 
and it had afterward developed that it was improper, that it 
was slanderous or libelous on some person or for any other 
reason was improper, the committee would have been condemned 
all over the country for letting it go in. It would have been 
insisted that the committee should have examined the evidence 
before permitting it to go in. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I say, Mr. President, that per
sonally I was quite willing to take the chances upon there being 
nothing improper in the article, and quite willing that it should 
go in the record, but the Senator from Wisconsin said, " I want 
to see it before it goes into the record," and I defy anybody to 
offer a substantial reason why be should not have an oppor
tunity to see it if he desired to do so before giving his assent to 
its going into the record. 

The other suggestion of impropriety upon the part of the com
mittee is as to its action being entirely lacking in impartiality. 

After Mr. Franklin was examined, he was particularly inter
rogated by at least two members of the committee as to whether 
he had any knowledge whatever of any organization or any 
individuals who were actively engaged in endeavoring to defeat 
the duty on oil, and he told us that he was utterly unable to 
give us any information on the subject. H e had no knowledge 
of anyone who was engaged in opposition to their work, and 
that was not exceptional or peculiar. That course ba been 
pursued with practically everybody who has come before the 
committee. After interrogating them concerning their activities 
in support of their contention, we have invariably asked them, 
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"Can you give the committee any inf?rmation about · anyone 
who is really in opposition to you, carrymg on propaganda such 
as you are cauying on against the contention which you make 
in this matter?" 

Mr. ALLEN. 1\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator. 
1\lr. ALLEN. If information had been before the committee 

showing that there w~re those who were lobbying here to defeat 
this amendment is it the belief of the Senator that the Senator 
from Wisconsin' would have brought that information to this 
body? . 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, the Senator from Wis
consin must answer for himself. I am simply endeavoring to 
give the Senate an idea about what the committee has been 
doing, for the purpose at the present time of re~ting the con
tention made only by inference, that the committee has not 
been a~tive in endeavoring to secure testimony to submit to the 
Senate concerning those who have been opposing the duty on oil. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator does not regard the presenta
tion which the Senator from Wisconsin made of the fragmentary 
report as having arisen through any other cause than his 
opposition to the measure for an oil tariff, does he? 

1\lr. WALSH of Montana. Why, it is perfectly well known 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE} is opposed to 
the proposed duty on oil; and he was making use of such 
material as was available to him to support his views. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would it be too strong to say that he was 
seeking for that sort of material? 

1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Of course, he was seeking for that 
sort of material. He was seeking for material to establish the 
activities of those urging a duty upon oil. 

Mr. ALLEN. In effect, .was he not using the lobby com
mittee to lobby against the measure? 

Mr. WALSH -of Montana. The Senator will have to take up 
that matter with the Senator from Wisconsin. Let me ask the 
Senator from Kansas, however, a question. When information 
came to the committee of the appearance in this city of a dele
gation of 200 people coming by a special train from the South
west-St. Louis-for the purpose of urging the im-position df a 
duty on oil, and information came to them that this delegation 
had established themselves with an organization at the May
flower Hotel in this city and were at that time engaged in 
endeavoring to influence the Senate to impose such a duty, 
what would the Senator from Kansas have had the committee 
on lobby do? 

1\Ir. ALLEN. Knowing of the situation as I did·, I should 
have considered that these men were entirely within their 
righ~s. Other great organizations had come here in exactly 
the same way, and had played their game in the open, as this 
organization did. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Would the Senator from Kansas 
have felt that the lobby committee, commanded by the Senate 
to investigate the activities of lobbyists here, should have closed 
its eyes to this situation a1:4d not have called these men before it? 

Mr. ALLEN. Upon the very small amount of actual material 
that was secured, I should say that it would have been just 
as well to have ignored the obvious situation. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Whether it would have been just 
as well or not, does the Senator say we should not have called 
them? 

1\Ir. ALLEN. I am waiting for the full report. So far as any 
disclosures at present indicate, I should say that it would have 
been a more just and dignified thing. 

1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. To have let it go? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes; since it was obvious as to why they were 

here, and what they were doing. 
Mr. wALSH of Montana. And .if the Senator were on the 

other side of the question, would he say so likewise? . 
l\Ir. ALLEN. I am inclined to think I should say so m any 

event concerning this matter. 
1\Ir WALSH of Montana. This is a diversion, Mr. President. 

I rea·d from the record. at page 8056. My recollection is that 
it was I myself who put the original question to Mr. Franklin 
as to whether he had any information that he could give to 
the committee concerning activities of anybody in opposition to 
the duty on oil; but I read, from page 8056, an inquiry addressed 
to him by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE], as follows: 

Senator BLAINE. Mr. Franklin, do you know of any independent oil 
men who have been here during the last month or two opposing a tariff 
on oil? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir; I do not. 
Senator BLAINE. Do you know of any oil producer or anyone con

nected with oil, either through association, corporation, or otherwiSe, 
who has been here in Washington opposing a tari.lf on oil! 

Mr. FRANKLIN. No; I don't know of any oil producer who has been 
here opposing it. 

Mr. President, I imagine probably this well-equipped organ!· 
zation, with headquarters down in the Mayflower Hotel, with 
their clerks and aides and such other means as tl:ley had to 
inform themselves about what was going on, would in all prob
ability have known about the existence of an opposing organiza
tion here in the .city of Washington if any existed. They told 
us they had no information about the matter at all; they could 
not give us any information that would require us to call be
fore the committee anybody who was engaged in opposition. 

I continue: 
Senator BLAINE. Do you know of any Senator who has been ap

proached by anyone interested in oil, in any way opposing a tariff on 
oil? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. No; I have stated heretofore that the opposition 
would be secretive and clandestiue, and I still think it. I have reason 
to believe that they are here, but I haven't any espionage system. 
can't keep up with them. 

Senator BLAI~E. Gi"\'e us the grounds of your belief. There is some 
reason why you believe that. Now, give the committee the benefit of 
whatever is in your mind. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I asked them in our hearing before the Committee on 
Ways and Means to appear in the open. 

Senator BLAINE. Asked who? 
Mr. FBA~KLIN. The representatives of those companies. 
Senator BLAINE. Who was he? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I said representatives. 
Senator BLAINE. Well, who were they? You asked the representa-

tives? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I made a statement in the open hearing. 
Senator BLAINE. Oh, you just challenged them before the committee? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Yes. 
Senator BLAINE. You don't mean you notified them? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. No. 
Senator BLAINE. Who were those representatives you had in mind 

when you challenged them before the committee to present the case 
before the committee? 

l\lr. FllANKLIN. I was not acquainted with them. I was told they had 
representatives in the room. 

Senator BLAINE. Who told you that? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I don't remember who told me that. 
Senator BLAINE. I am trying to figure out whether there is a bogey 

man in this, or a real, active, subtle though it may be, as ou claim, in
fluence in connection with tariff on oil. Now, can you give us any in
formation concerning any such influence, hearsay or otherwise? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, I know positively that the Mellon interests are 
opposed to a tariff on oil. Their representatives have said so. They 
haven't appeared in the open. 

Senator BLAINE. Now, that is interesting. Give us some fact that 
we can get hold of? 

l\lr. FRANKLIN. I don"t know that they have approached any Senator. 
I am not watching the Senators or having them watched. 

Senator BLAINE. Who spoke for the Mellon interests? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. No one. 
Senator BLAINE. How did you get the idea that they were opposed 

to it? 
Mt·. FRANKLIN. I got it from Henry McGraw in Tulsa, their vice 

president and general manager. 
Senator BLAINE. What did he say? 
Mr. FBANKLIN. He said they were positively opposed to a tariff on 

oil. Every Mellon man you run into is opposed to it. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. That will be valuable to us, Mr. Frank-

lin. You have given us one
Senator BLAINE. Give us his name? 
l\lr. FRANKLIN. Henry McGraw. 
Senator BLAINE. Of what location? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Tulsa. He is vice president and general manager of 

ilieG~~OilC~ ~ 
Senator WALSH of Iontana. That is one of the subsidiaries of the 

Gulf Oil Co. 't 
Mr. FRANKLIN. That is one of the subsidiaries of the Gulf. Further

more, that company has not cooperated in any other movement looking 
to the stabilization of the oil industt·y. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. Just exactly what do you mean by that? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I mean the President's curtailment and conservation 

program. They do not attend the meetings. They send no representa· 
tives. While they are a large company--

Senator wALSH of Montana. Now, that is the one you spoke of to 
conserve oil and limit the production? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. They sent no representatives to those meetings. They 
have held oft' and have not cooperated in the movement. 
~Senator CARAWAY. Have they acquiesced in the agreement? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. When the order of the corporation commission was 
made--that is the way it is done in Oklahoma-they have not violated 
it, but they have never attended any of the meetings. 
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Senator WALSH of Montana. To secure the necessary order? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. To secure it. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. Is there any other representative of the 

Gulf interests that you can tell us about? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir; he is the head of the Gulf interests in Okla

homa, Henry McGraw is, and be is a very fine man. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. Did they attend the Colorado Springs 

meeting? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. They did not. They had no representative ther.e. 
Senator CAllAWAY. Did the Standard 011 of any of the States? 

· Mr. FRANKLIN. I think the Gulf interests was the only large interest 
that was not in attendance at the Colorado Springs conference. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. Senator BLAINE asked you a Httle while 
ago about people who were antagonizing you in your efforts to secure 
a duty on oil, and you have given us the case of the Gulf. Have you 
any information about the activity on the part of any of these large 
organizations or others in opposition to your efforts? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. They have never appeared in the open, so I don't 
know. 

ington, and we could not :find out what he does for anybody to 
earn a dollar of this money-he was prodded and prodded and 
prodded, and the committee quit without knowing what he does 
or how he gets it. 

Mr. PINE. And quit without getting his records? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. We were unable to :find that 

Colonel Carroll had done a thing or was ~ble to do a thing. 
Why should we go to his records? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. BORAH. It ought to be said, in behalf of Colonel Car

roll, that he did not attempt to conceal anything. Of course, 
he could not explain why he was in their service, but that he 
was in their service and what he was paid and his entire rela
tionship with them he was perfectly willing to state. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 
Mr. BORAH. He was proud of it. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. :Mr. President, will the Senator 

yield to me? 
Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Oklahoma whether, in Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 

the light of this testimony, he thinks it quite fair to apprise Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The record shows that Colonel 
the country that the members of this committee, being against Carroll did not try to conceal anything. The record likewise 
a duty on oil, prosecuted diligently inquiries into the activities shows that he did not tell anything. He promised to fill the 
of those favoring the duty on oil, but, by reason of their prefer- record with reports and there is not a single report here. I 
ence in the matter or their views in the matter, did not interro- suggest to the committee that they make a raid upon the 
gate the representatives of these three great companies? colonel's apartment. It will be interesting if they do. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President-- Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, Mr. President, we all 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- understand this insolent insinuation against the committee 

tana yield to the Senator from Louisiana? which is repeated now. I resent it. The Senator has been told 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. by at least one member of the committee that the committee 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Along that line, inasmuch as the Senator never made a raid on anybody. If he does not care to accept ' 

is a member of the lobby committee, I understand that' Mr. my statement about the matter, he is at liberty to disregard it. 
Carroll was called before the lobby committee to investigate Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I was not present 
the sugar lobby, and I wish to ask the Senator why it was that when the raid was made and naturp.Uy--
when the lobby committee found that 1\Ir. Carroll represented Mr. WALSH of Montana. Again the insinuation. 
the United States Sugar Co. it was not found out how much he Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do not know what order was 
was paid for that? given to the raider, as I shall denominate him, but I have the 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I can not tell the Senator. The record here that a raid was made. I will leave the committee 
efforts of Colonel Carroll seemed quite absurd to the entire com- to offset that record. 
mittee. I do ·not know how either the Great Northern or the Mr. WALSH of Montana. To offset which record? 
United States Sugar was left out. Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The record in the public press 

Mr. BROUSSARD. But you were investigating sugar lob- throughout the United States. 
bies? Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I do not care to 

Mr. WAI.SH of Montana. Oh, yes. prosecute this matter further. The committee is quite content, 
1\Ir. BROUSSARD. You overlooked the only thing that was I am sure, with the character of the investigation it has con-

pertinent to the investigation. ducted-at least so far as the oil lobby is concerned. I dare say 
Mr. wALSH of Montana. I do not think so. I do not think that the heat exhibited by the Senator from Oklahoma arises 

so at alL On the contrary, the Cuba company was the head of rather from the revelations than from the conduct of the com-
the sugar lobby. · mittee. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Oh, Mr. Lakin was. He gets $54,oo0-- Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, . I think in most 
the Lakin interest. matters suggested so far I am in accord with my colleague on 

Mr. wALSH of Montana. He represented the Cuba company, the so-called lobby committee who has just spoken. There are 
and they were paying Lakin $10,000 a year. That is small. one or two matters, however, with reference to which I am in 

Mr. BROUSSARD. It seems strange that while you were di~':~~~~est that 1 voted against a tariff on petroleum be
investigating the sugar lobby and you got Mr. Carroll there, cause I have firm convictions on that question. I expect, if the 
and he stated he represented the United States Sugar Co., you question comes up again, to vote the Same way. 
did not find out how much he was getting. 

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Montana I always felt myself-though I think I failed to register a 
yield to me? protest at the time, and thereby perhaps might have been dere-

Mr. wALSH of Montana. 1 yield. lict in my duty-that the statement presented to the committee 
. by Mr. Franklin should have been incorporated in the RECoRD. 

Mr. PINE. Did the committee get the records from Mr .. Car- I think the statement of any witness before that committee 
roll's office? should be permitted to go in the record. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. What is that? In the first place, the proceedings are ex parte from beginning 
Mr. PINE. Did the committee send out and get all the to end. Any witness before a subcommittee of the Senate is at 

records from .John H. Carroll's office? a tremendous disadvantage. There are certain rules of evidence 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not think we did. which throw a safeguard around an American citizen when he 
Mr. PINE. Why did it not? is in a court of law or equity, but there is no such safeguard to 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not know just wby we did not protect a witn~ss before a Senate investigating committee. 

We went into the sugar lobby pretty extensively. I will state Wherever such a committee is composed completely or partly, 
that the committee felt-! am sure the Senator from Indiana even, of lawyers, it does seem to ine that those members of the 
[Mr. RoBINSON], who is here, will confirm me--that we went bar, who back in their respective States and perhaps before the 
into that to the limit, that it h~d become tedious and tiresome. United States Supreme Court are officers of the court, should see 

Mr. PINE. Does the committee now know what Mr. Carroll that the citizen's rights are protected in any examination which 
does for the money he receives? may be conducted. 

Mr. WALSH of Montanf!. The committee has reported that My experience in this body throughout the years I have been 
it is a profound mystery to them why anybody should ever pay a Member of the Senate has shown that directly the contrary is 
Colonel Carroll a dollar for anything. Our report ia on file to the rule. Rules of evidence might as well never have been 
that effect. written or formulated. A witness comes before this investigat-

Let me remark that Colonel Carroll is an old gentleman, a ing committee, in this instance composed exclusively of lawyers, 
very amiable and agreea,ble old gentleman, something over 75 and no rnles of evidence are followed. 
years of age, in feeble health. He ia almost blind of one eye. It has been suggested that a witness should not be permitted 
He has not tried a lawsuit since he was a youth. He was a to incorporate in the record a statement of his side of the case. 
lobbyist for the Burlinoaton road before the legislature of the Why? I submit that members of the subcommittee manage to 
State of Missouri from a time when the memory of mf!.Il run- get their side of the ca.Se before the public, even to the extent 
neth not to the contrary. About 1919 J1e <'@.!!!e ~ to W~- - pt ~~ :witnesses, and in some cases insulting witnesses 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE 5595 
with lan guage thoroughly abusive and which would not under 
any circumstances be permitted in a court of law or of equity. 

This, I submit, is all wrong; and where comes the safeguard 
for the American citizen? If I understand our theory of 
government, it differs principally from the old monarchical 
system in this : That public officials, _prior to the advent of the 
American Constitution, were responsible to the crown, but ac· 
cording to the philosophy of our Constitution and our Govern
ment the American public official is responsible to the American 
citizen, who is the sovereign. Not in a crown rests the sover
eignty in this country, but in the citizen who is himself sover
eign. Therefore, we are but servants of the people. How 
ridiculous it is to summon a sovereign citizen before a com
mittee and then for the servant of the citizen deliberately to 
insult the sovereign power of the Republic. 

This, I submit, is wrong; and where, I ask the junior Senator 
from Oklahoma, is the safeguard? How may it be prevented? 
It seems to me only in this body itself. This body, in a sense, 
when it desires to do so, can exercise supreme power. I think 
the Supreme Court has so held. In other words, the Senate, 
acting through a majority, may commit any excess, it may 
commit acts of tyranny, and there is no relief save from tho 
body itself. 

"Raids." I do not know that that is the proper term, but it 
is common knowledge to every Member here that subcommittees 
of the Senate do send investigators into private offices and even 
into private homes, if they desi!"e to do so, to gather private 
papers, private documents, from the citizen, when there is no 
evidence, indeed, no suspicion of crime, but just to go on what 
we sometimes call in the practice of the law "a fishing expedi
tion," hoping there may be something found to blacken the 
record of some individual or some concern. 

What rights, in that situation, has the citizen himself? What 
protection has he? None, Mr. President, save the protection 
which comes through the exercise of a sound discretion by a 
majority of the Members of this body; that is all. The Senate 
should be as much concerned as the courts to see that the con
stitutional safeguards of the citizen are always scrupulously 
observed. 

l\Ir. President, I hold no brief for any lobbyist. I hold no 
brief for anyone connected with the oil lobby on either side. 
I made up my own mind on this question without regard to any 
lobby. Certainly I am not prejudiced in favor of the oil lobby 
that was investigated so recently and about which the Senators 
from Oklahoma complain. That is evidenced quickly and 
easily by the fact I voted against a tariff on oil and expect to 
do so again. 

But, Mr:. President, I say to you, sir, that Senators should 
not forget that they themselves are servants of the people and 
not masters. I say it is an abuse of discretion, in my judgment, 
on the part even of an individual Senator to stand on this floor 
and point out a man in the gallery and denounce him there as 
if he had no right to be there and as if he were but a dog. 

The Senate collectively is all powerful. The individual 
Senator may not be so to any great degree, but a majority of the 

·senate could destroy the Government if it would. It could 
resort to tyranny such as has destroyed governments in the 
years gone by. I think this discussion on the floor this after
noon is well worth while. It seems to me high time that we 
should stop, look, and listen, and that in the future we should 
have some regard for the rights of the sovereign citizen of the 
American Republic. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I listened to the Senator from 
Indiana and I wondered if I was in the Senate or whether I 
was down in the courthouse where Doheny is being tried and 
where his defense is a condemnation of the United States Sen
ate and its committees. I have not heard anything like the 
expressions of the Senator from Indiana since I read the con
demnation of Mr. Hogan, the attorney for Doheny and Fall, in 
denouncing the Senate, in denouncing its c:illmittee for going 
into the homes and the offices of Sinclair and Doheny and Fall 
and Stewart and those other thieves and robbers and de
bauchers of public officials. How they denounced us ! How 
they particularly condemned these " smelling committees," 
these committees that are reaching out trying to get some evi
dence. They caught Fall, they caught Doheny, they caught 
Sinclair, by those means-this ungodly, disreputable organiza
tion known as the United States Senate. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON of Indiana. l\1r. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

1\Ir. NORRIS. Yes; after a while-and it has been con
demned from the beginning of any of the disclosures that have 
brought about a disclosure of the facts which were involved in 
the greatest debauchery of public officials that has ever been 
known in the history of the United States. We have been 

condemned down there in court and in the newspapers just as 
the Se;nator from Indiana now says, because, it is said, we are 
creeping out trying to get some evidence, trying to get hold of 
some man's letters and telegrams. It is the same old story. 

If I am correctly informed, the Senator from Michigan [1\Ir. 
VANDENBERG], who sits in front of me at this moment, deserves 
censure and condemnation because he brought before a subcom
mittee of the Senate a man who had publicly made a statement 
which subsequent investigation showed was wrong and false, 
and for which be apologized before the committee and took it 
all back. He will reassert it to-morrow, when he will be able 
to say, "You are condemned by your own Members. Your own 
Members condemn all this action." 

Fault has been found from the very beginning with every 
step that was ever taken which resulted in the exposure of the 
steal of Elk Hills, of the steal of the public domain of the 
United States, of the robbery from the Navy Department of 
the oil wells which we thought we had preserved for a time 
of danger. Eve'ry step was criticized. Every single letter that 
was produced was said to have been obtained through the vio
lation of some private right, and the men who were engaged in 
the investigation, the men who had had to take the ridicule and 
the condemnation, have been ir1dividually selected for public 
ridicule and denunciation. The Senate as a body and as a whole 
incidentally has come in for most of those denunciations. 

What about this man Franklin? Does anybody deny that 
the letters and the telegrams are genuine? -

Mr. PINE. Mr. President--
M'r. NORRIS. Does anyone at all deny it? 
Mr. PINE. I deny that he signed them. 
Mr. NORRIS. That does not make them not genuine because 

he did not sign them. He has not repudiated a single ·one of 
them. Letters go out of my office that I do not sign, but they 
go out under my orders; and that is the way it was with those 
telegrams and those letters. 

Mr. CARAWAY. He said he assumed full responsibility for 
what was done. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is a silly thing for grown men to say other- • 
wise in rega'l'd to these letters and telegrams. They are undis
puted, but the way they were obtained is criticized. Perhaps 
it was wrong. As far as the evidence here adduced shows, 
they were obtained in a perfectly legitimate and honorable 
way; but because there bas been found in some newspaper 
something to the contrary the committee is condemned. 

Why, Mr. President, if the sentiments expressed by Senators 
on the floor of the Senate this afternoon in regard to investigat
ing is going to become the policy of this body, we might just 
as well quit. The next man that comes before a Senate com
mittee and tells a lie and makes a misrepresentation or mis
statement must, according to the viewpoint of some Senators, 
be let alone. We must not inquire into his private opinions. 
We must not pursue him. We will be doing wrong if we do 
that. The sovereign citizen coming before a committee of the 
Senate---

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. The sovereign citizen at the beginning of these 
investigations was Mr. Sinclair and was Mr. Doheny, who is on 
trial to-day for bribing a public official, and all through from 
the beginning to the end everywhere has come, on the part of 
those who want to clear Sinclair and Doheny, a condemnation 
of the United States Senate. · 

I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am just advised that the fact of 

the matter is that so far as the papers of the oil lobby are con
cerned they were all brought to the office of Mr. Holland by 
1\fr. Franklin or somebody under his direction. 

Mr. NORRIS. Why should we get so technical? Objection 
is made because a Senator read some of those letters or tele
grams to the Senate, as it is claimed, before they were actually 
presented to the committee. Does that change the substance 
of them? Is that a denial of their truth if that is done? Is 
there any charge here that those members of the lobby com
mittee have violated a law or have, as a matter of fact, done 
anything wrong in obtaining this evidence which these people 
produced? It is their own evidence against themselves. 

A committee of investigation is not a court. Every lawyer 
knows that. The rules of evidence which apply in court, where 
a man is on trial or a case is on trial, do not apply to a com
mittee of investigation any more than they do to a grand
jury investigation. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON of Indiana. Should they be any less fair? 
Mr. NORRIS. Certainly not. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Should not the Senate be· just 

as fair as the court? 
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Mr. NORRIS. Certainly; and what has the Senator to say 

about any question asked Franklin that was unfair? If he 
had anything to say, he ought to have said it at the time. · 

l\Ir. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the Senator will read the 
record of the lobby committee, he will find that I did. · 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Assuming that the Senator himself was 
.eight, are we going to judge a committee by every technicality? 
Are we going to cotJ.demn evidence that is produced because we 
do not agree with every step a majority of the committee took? 
We can not get half a dozen men to agree on any procedure if 
they proceed very long. There will be some disagreement. 

Mr. PINEl Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. PINE. The committee condemned Franklin for what 

the other members of his organization did and then, as I 
m:fderstand the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH], he re
fuses to be bound by what a member of his lobby committee 
did here on the floor of the Senate. It seems to me that what 
is good for one should be good for the other. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; it is. But the Senator in my judgment 
does not use the ordinary good sense and judgment which . he 
exercises on all other occasions when he says that because a 

·member of the committee used evidence here on the floor of 
the Senate that had not yet been read to the committee, there
fore the committee is responsible, if a man who is running a 
big office force is likewise responsible for letters and telegrams 
tha:t go out of that office. There is no analogy. We have all 
the facts before us, I think. Every man can judge for himself. 
I find no fault with the Senator if he )\'ants to criticize any 
other Senator because he read evidence to the Senate before it 
was read to the committee. But the evidence is here, the evi
dence has been read, and the Senator had a right to read it. 

I have listened to testimony before the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry many times and I have come right from 
the committee to the floor of the Senate and listened to Sen
ators who were not members of the committee use as a text 
something that had happened in evidence that day before the 
committee. They had made speeches on it and nobody thought 
of criticizing them for it I call to mind some very remark
able incidents of that kind, one when the Senator who sits 
right by my side, not a member of the committee, made one of 
his eloquent speeches the same day the evidence was developed 
in the committee, and did it before the committee reported, and 
before the committee bad taken any action. Nobody criticized 
him. Everybody knew that he was within his rights when he 
did it and that he had a right to do it. 

Any other Member of the Senate could have made the same 
speech the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE] made if he 
had beard the evidence and seen the telegrams. . I have known 
some of them to do it. I would not have felt that I was out of 
place if I bad made the ·same speech and read the telegrams. 
I do not think it was wrong. But let us assume for the moment 
that it was wrong Every man has the right to believe that it 
was wrong. The Senators from Oklahoma, in what I believe to 
be the narrow-minded view they take of this matter, have a 
perfect right to believe it was wrong and to say so. No one 
criticizes them for doing so, but it does not follow that every
body else must believe as they believe. It does not follow that 
everybody who does not agree with them must be condemned. 

The junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THoMAs] started 
out by announcing that he was going to criticize Members of 
the Senate and then announcing that no one should be permitted 
to interrupt him. I left the Chamber. I did not know he was 
going to say anything about me, but I was informed afterwards 
that he did. I concede his right to say, "I shall not be inter
rupted," and I am not one of the Senators. who would violate 
the rule in that respect. I listened to hrm quote a speech 
that I had made. I have made lots of foolish speeches, but 
that was a speech of which I am proud, and I was delighted to 
have the Senator read from it. 

I told the truth. I did not know why he was reading it, but 
he was reading it when I came in. I do not know what his idea 
was ; I could not ask him without being discourteous and vio
lating a rule of the Senate, because be had said he did not want 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAINE and Mr. CARAWAY addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 

from Wisconsin. 
Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Montana [Mr. W .A.LSH] met 

the issues that have been raised by the junior Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS]. I will not .retrace the steps taken 
by the Senator from Montana except to emphasize one or two 
points. 

The senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. PINE] made a decla
ration to the effect that Mr. Franklin knew nothing about the 
telegram which stated it was costing his headquarters from 
$1,200 to $1,500 daily. 

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? · 
Mr. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. PINE. I think the Senator from Wisconsin is mistaken 

about · my having said that. I said that a telegram was sent 
out soliciting money, and I think I said that Mr. Franklin did 
not sign it. 

1\Ir. BLAINE. Mr. President, on page 8011 the question was 
asked: · 

You sent that telegram, Mr. Franklin? 

That is the telegram dated February 15, 1930, in which it 
was stated that the headquarters was costing from $1,200 to 
$1,500 daily. The question was asked: 

You sent that telegram, Mr. Franklin1 

Mr. Franklin replied : 
Yes, sir; I sent that. 

Of course, Franklin knew about those telegrams, and he 
knew about the letters ; he knew the entire scheme that was 
set afoot when these newly made millionaires came to Wash
ington to "put over" a tariff on oil. 

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. PINE. Does the Senator now know what the actual 

cost of the headquarters was? 
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, it is more important to know 

that "Air. Franklin came to town with a scheme to trade the 
votes of Senators for sugar for votes for oil. . 

Mr. PINE. Will the Senator answer my question? 
1\Ir. BLAINE. Ah, Mr. President, the cost to the American 

people when that deal is consummated, if it shall be consum
mated, will be so great that the amounts that have been spent 
by all lobbyists in this city will sink into insignificance. 

Mr. PINE. Will the Senator answer my question? 
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana 

[Mr. W ALBH] bas answered the question, and the only purpose 
the Senator from Oklahoma can have in asking the question 
again is to attempt- to becloud the issue with respect to this 
tr.ade of votes for oil for votes for sugar. · 

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield? 

Mr. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. PINE. Will the facts becloud the issue? I asked the 

Senator if be knew what the facts were with respect to the 
expenditure of money, the cost of the headquarters? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have the record,. 
before me with respect to that matter, and if the Senator from 
Wisconsin will pardon me I shall be glad to put it in. 
. Mr. BLAINE. I will be glad to have the Senator from 
Montana do so. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We endeavored to ascertain t_he ex
penses of the main office of this organization in Ardmore, Okl~. 
We ·did not find out what their expenses there were, but thiS 
testimony was given to the committee : 

Senator CARAWAY. How much was raised for the expense of your 
office here, Mr. Franklin? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well sir, I can not ·answer that definitely, but I 
would be very glad to send you a certified statement from the office at 
Ardmore, because the money that is coming has largely been· serlt in 
since we have left eiilahoma. I would judge that we have raised 
S<>mewhet·e in the neighborhood of $50,000. 

Senator CARAWAY. Has that much been expended here in the om~~? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir. 
Senator CARAWAY. What are your daily expenses? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Oh, they will probably average $200 a day. That 

includes our hotel bill and the food we eat. · 
Senator CARAWAY. Does that include any entertainment expenses? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, we have had no entertaining expense, except, I 

think, we gave a little dinner to the Oklahoma Congressmen, our own 
folks. 

That is the state of the record on the matter. They raised 
$50,000 for their operations. 

Mr. PINE. But the evidence is that their expenses were from 
$200 to $300 a day. 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. The evidence is that their hotel bill 

was $200 a <illy. . 
Mr. PINE. Is there not evidence to the effect that that was 

practically the only expense they had? 
1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Not "'at all; because we saw an 

enormous bill for telegrams, running at one time, my recollec
tion is, to $300; or something like_ that. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the examination of Mr. Frank
lin discloses beyond any doubt whatever that when he arrived 
on the scene the scheme was put on foot to trade votes for sugar 
and votes for oil. I am not going to repeat the testimony which 
I presented on the floor of the Senate before the vote on the oil 
amendment was taken as in Committee of the Whole, but I 
want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the 
junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS], with all his 
charges, with all his insinuations, in not one single breath did 
he dispute or attempt to deny that a trade was in process on 
oil and sugar. 

l\lr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. BLAINE. I decline to yield to the junior Senator from 

Oklahoma, because he was so very emphatic during the delivery 
of his remarks that he would not yield, and be has delivered a 
very lengthy address, which was well prepared, completely writ
ten out, and he read it well. I am not criticizing him for that, 
but I am saying now that in the course of those remarks he 
made his petty criticism of the committee and the manner in 
which it conducted tlie investigation; he raised the question as 
to the truth and veracity of my statement that from twelve to 
fifteen hundred dollars a day were expended by the oil organi
zation; he referred to other trivial matters, but not one single 
denial came from him of the only important question in this 
whole debate, and that is the proposed trade in votes. 

Mr. WATSON. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator from Wis
consin yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BLAINE. I will yield for a question, but not for a 
speech. 

Mr. WATSON. I am going to ask the question. The Senator 
has emphatically stated that trades were made. Of course, I 
saw a statement in the newspapers about trades, and all that 
sort of thing, but does the Senator know the name of any 
Senator who traded a vote for oil for a vote for sugar? 

Mr. BLAINE. l\lr. President, the Senator evidently did not 
listen to my remarks very closely on Friday, the last day of 
February, and he evidently does not understand my remarks 
to-day. I said that when Mr. Franklin came to the city of 
Washington he set on foot a plan, a scheme, for a trade of oil 
votes for sugar votes. Whether or not that plan is going to be 
carried out and consummated will be determined by the final 
roll call. 

Mr. WATSON. No; now--
Mr. BLAINE. Yes, indeed, Senator. 
1\fr. WATSON. Let me ask the Senator this question: Does 

the Senator know of any Senator who agreed to swap his vote 
in consummation of a deal of that kind? Both Oklahoma Sena
tors have denied it emphatically. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let me say to tl1e Senator that those Sena
tors, if there are such, who have entered into such a deal 
did not take me into their confidence at the time they made 
the exchange. 

Mr. WATSON. Then, what right has the Senator to say 
that the Senator who now votes for a tariff on oil has been 
traded off by somebody; that Mr. Franklin traded him off 
when he came here? 

Mr. BLAINE. Let me say that Mr. Franklin said so. 
Mr. WATSON. Did Mr. Franklin say that every man who 

voted for oil agreed to swap his vote for a vote for sugar or 
lumber or steel? 

Mr. BLAINE. No; he d~d not say anything of the kind. 
Mr. WATSON. I thought not. 
l\1r. WALSH Of Montana. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 

permit an interruption from me? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
l\Ir. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr WALSH of Montana. The information which the com

mittee has on the subject in brief is given in the record. I 
read from the record, at page 79'14, and, if the Senator will 
pardon me, the introductory part is somewhat lengthy, but the 
subsequent testimony would not be understood without it: 

Mr. John T. Adams telegraphed Mr. Franklin: 
" Bonfils, editor Denver Post, tells me he heartily favors it-

That is, the duty-
" He has wired WATERMAN. Mayor Denver has wired both Senators. 
Other close friends Senators have also wired. We have not ceased 
efforts by any means. Any success attend you. Continued regards. 

" JOHN T. ADAMS." 
You can not tell us anything more about 1\Ir. Adams except he is a 

lawyer in Denver, Colo.? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Yes; I can tell you that he is one of the judges of 

the Colorado Supreme Court. I would like to further explain, Senator, 
that I have a summer home out in Colorado in the district from 
which Judge Adams was elected and that for the last five years he 
has visited me at my cabin and we fish together for rainbow trout. 
Last summer after the Colorado conference he came there and spent 
a week with me. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. It looks from the telegram that you 
were still fishing, Mr. Franklin. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. He became very much interested in this tarHI mat
ter from Colorado's standpoint, so much so that he accompanied me 
and several others to Debeck, Colo., to look over the oil-shale de
posits of Colorado, where the Colorado Bureau of Mines said that after 
survey and measurement there were 80,000,000,000 barrels of re
coverable oil in that one deposit. We started up a retort at Debeclt 
and made oil from the shales on that occasion. Judge Adams's interest 
in the matter is from the standpoint of developing Colorado's re
sources. Colorado's oil shales can never be developed as long as the 
oil is imported from South America, and he is just as much inter
ested .in this in behalf of Colorado as I am in behalf of Oklahoma. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. Do you know how successful the efforts 
were to bring PHIPPS and WATERMAN into line? • 

Mr. FRANKLIN. '}'ell, I have understood that they would be for a 
tariff on oil. I could not guarantee them at all, and I know they have a 
right to change their minds. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. Another telegram from Mr. Adams, under 
date of February 19: 
WrnT FRANKLIN, 

Mayf(,owet· Hotel, Washington, D. 0.: 
WATERMAN much interested in your proposition, but his support not 

absolutely assured. Ile wires that Oklahoma Senators should see value 
of sugar tariff in which Colorado and West are vitally interested. 
Follow this up. 

JOHN T. ADAMS. 
Do you know whether the Oklahoma Senators did become able to see 

the value of the sugar tariff? 
l\Ir. FRANKLL"i. Well, sir, I talked to them about it. I tried to make 

them see the value of a sugar tariff. I did everything I could to make 
them see it. I don't know whether they have seen it or not. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. Another telegram from Adams to Win-
bourne: 

Must stress necessity of all your people 
WATERMAN's suggestion about sugar tariff. 
become aggressively active. See WATERMAN. 
Wire progress. 

MAYFLOWER HOTEL, 
Washington, D. 0. 

recognizing importance of 
Believe if you do he will 
Use our name~, if desired. 

ADAMS AND WINBOURN. 
Do you know whether WATERMAN did become aggressively active? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. No; I do not. I did see Mr. WATERMAN, though, 

after getting that telegram. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. This telegram from you states-it is a 

telegram to John T. Adams: 
"JOHN T. ADAMS, 

"State Oapitol, D enver, Oolo.: 
"Yours received. Saw WATERMAN yesterday and again to-day, and 

believe have matters satisfactorily arranged here for support of both 
PHIPPs and WATERMAN for oil tariff, but nevertheless suggest that all 
support possible be given them from Colorado. Secured 2 votes for 
his cause, which will help Colorado." 

Where did you get those two votes? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I talked to the Oklahoma Senators about it. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. And they bad agreed to vote for-
Mr. FRANKLIN. They said they would support sugar; yes, sir. That 

is, they wou~d support it up to a certain limit. They would not go 
beyond a certain limit. 

Senator WALSH of Montana. Do you know how they did vote on the 
sugar tariff before~ 

Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir; I don't believe I do. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. Who is Earl Callaway? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. He is one o! our delegation-a Texas oil man from 

Amarillo, Tex. 
Senator WALSH of Montana. I have a telegram under date of Febru

ary 14, 1930: 
" D. R. MEYER, 

((Amarillo, Tea;.: . 
" It is very essential that we have good man here from Colorado to 

stay until fight is over. Neither Senator from Colorado will support 
tariff. Can't we bring some pressure to bear?~ 
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Mr. FRANKLIN. Who is that from? 
Senator WALSH of Montana. This is from Earl Callaway to D. R. 

Meyer, of date February 14. Your telegram, however, is under date 
of February 21. By that time they had signified their purpose to vote? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, I do not know anything about this Callaway 
telegram. 

That is the information there is in the record, in answer to the 
inquiry addressed to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator from Colorado desires to make 

a statement in this connection, I prefer that he make it in his 
own time. · 

Mr. PIDPPS. But I appeal to the Senator, for the reason 
that he has yielded to the Senator from Montana to read into 
the REXJORD statements which I should be permitted to answer 
at this moment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I think the Senator 
from Colorado ought to be permitted to do so; and I appeal 
to the Senator from Wisconsin to allow the Senator from Colo
rado to make any statement he cares to make. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I am always very brief and to the point in my 
remarks. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield? 
Mr. PIDPPS. If the Senator refuses to yield, I will speak in 

my own time. 
Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator desires to discuss the tele

gram, as it has reference to himself, I will yield to him at this 
time if I do not thereby yield the floor. 

Mr. PIDPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator lose the floor 
if he permits me to make a short statement in response to what 
has been read into the RECoRD? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ohair would hold that the 
Senator would not, the first time. 

Mr. PIDPPS. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. President, Mr. Winbourn is attorney general of Colorado. 

I understand that he was in Washington perhaps for several 
days. As far as I know, he did not call at my office. I did not 
see him. 

I had a telegram from Hon. John T. Adams, a judge of our 
Superior Court of Colorado, inquiring as to my attitude with 
reference to a duty on oil. I replied that I was favorable to 
the duty. I am a protectionist, always have been, and am 
proud of it. I believe that a duty on oil is essential, and would 
be of aid to my State, just as I believe a duty on sugar is 
essential. No one ever approached me with the slightest intima
tion that if I would favorably consider a duty on any particular 
pr6duct, be in turn would be inclined to favor a duty on some of 
the products of Colorado. 

I believe I had a telegram from the mayor of Denver, al
thQugh I am not certain. I believe I did have. I had tele
grams or letters from several people, because our State is pro
ducing oil. There was nothing out ·of the ordinary in any of 
these communications that I have received with reference to a 
tariff on oil or a tariff on anything else; and the question of 
trade never entered my head. 

I have talked to Senators here in the interest of sugar. I 
tried to state to them our situation. I have talked to some 
of them as to our situation with regard to the depressed price 
of silver, but never with any thought in my own mind that I 
should be asked to make a trade, or to consider favorably the 
products of other States· by reason of securing support for prod
ucts of my own State. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. PHIPPS. Certainly. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I appreciate the Senator's position; and 

that is the thing that I have most condemned about lobbyists. 
They have not hesitated to use anybody's name and suggest 
any kind of an arrangement as if it had been carried out. No
body's reputation is safe as long as people believe they can 
come here and finance a campaign and get results by it. They 
are not respecters of anybody's reputation. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. DALE] was tremendously outraged at a statement 
one of them made about him, and I do not blame him. 

I understand that there has been some criticism of the com
mittee. I was not here. I am not defending my own manner
isms. I think possibly I said more of the unkind things than 
anybody else. I assume entire responsibility for them, here or 
anywhere else. If anybody does not like them, I am not asking 
any immunity from them. I said to the Senator from Okla
homa what I thought about his statement. He is at liberty to 
repeat it; and I have this to say about it: 

I have regretted that it was necessary that people's names 
should be dragged into this matter. What I :wante4 t~ do 

was to make lobbying odious. Men who are perfectly willing 
to get together and put their money with somebody el e•s 
money and try to control government, whether it is legislative 
or executive, are devoid of the fine sense of honor that men 
ought to have. There is no differenc~ between the man who 
comes here- with- his money and wants to buy legislation, 
whether he does it or not, and Sinclair or Dob{my-not a bit. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I do not know that the Senator 
from Arkansas is addressing his remarks to me. I hope not; 
because I have not said--

Mr. CARAWAY. I just wanted to say that in behalf of the 
committee. I said I sympathized with the Senator's position. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I am in agreement with the Senator as to 
going beyond what is right and fair in trying to secure con
sideration, through the tariff, of different articles of produce; 
but I think I can distinguish between the man who is a pro
ducer or a dealer, who comes here to make his own statement, 
and the man who sits here and makes a profession of taking 
in money as an employee to advocate anything be is asked to 
advocate. 

Mr. CARAWAY. So can I. The right of petition is guaran
teed, and everybody recognizes it, and everybody is glad it 
exists. 

In many respects, I approve the methods of the oil people. I 
did not approve a statement that they were investigating some 
Senator to find out if he did not have an investment in Stand
ard Oil, in order to put a blackmailing clamp on him. I did 
not approve the method of wanting to trade. 

Mr. PHIPPS. It1r. President, may I ask the Senator--
Mr. CARAWAY. Pardon me; I was not criticizing the Sen

ator. I said to the committee, and I said to Mr. Franklin, 
"I appreciate your right, and I admire the way you have come 
yourself to speak for yourself " ; but some other matters I did 
not approve. I did not approve the idea of wanting to trade. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, as far as I recall, no member 
of the Oklahoma delegation called on me directly or sent word 
to me indirectly ; but I think I could distinguish between that 
committee coming here to state their own case and people who 
are regularly employed for the purpose of trying to influence 
legislation. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Ob, I can, too; but the Senator does not 
approve the very . system that was involved in those tele
grams--

1\Ir. PHIPPS. Absolutely not. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Auctioning the Senator off without his 

knowledge. It is absolutely reprehensible. 
I\fr. PHIPPS. If they tried to, it did not reach me. 
Mr. CARAWAY. They reached the Senator's feelings very 

strongly. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Ob, I am merely putting my answer in the 

RECORD. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
Mr. BLAINE. I yield to the Senator from .Montana. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. In line with the statement made 

by the Senator from Colorado and that made by the Senator 
from Arkansas that these lobbyists are continually misrepre
senting the situation, I want to read from the record here. I 
read before this telegram under date of February 14. Now, 
note the date--February 14, 1930. This is from the offices of 
Mr. Franklin, here in the city, to D. R. Meyer, Amarillo, Tex.: 

It is very essential that we have good man here from Colorado to 
stay until fight is over. Neither Senator from Colorado will support 
tariff. 

That is, the tariff on oil. 
Can't we bring some pressure to bear ? 

That is the 14th. 
Mr. PHIPPS. What is the date of that telegram, please? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. February 14. 
Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Now, I read on page 7919: 
Senator WALSH of Montana. Pardon me, Mr. Franklin. You did, 

however, two days later, send the telegram to which your attention 
has just been called from Mr. Callaway to Mr. Meyer is dated February 
14. I now call your attention to your telegram to Judge Adams, of 
date Fl'bruary 16, 1930, as follows: 

"Justice JOHN T. ADAMS, 
cc Supreme Oourt Chambers, Denver, Oolo.: 

"We have large delegation from all oil-producing States, arrived 
here February 3, and presented to Congress necessity for tarur. Have 
made headway and believe have excellent chance of securing inclusion 
oil tariff in pending bill before Senate. Attorney General Winbourn 
was here first week, b-gt apparently unable to secure support Colorado 
Senators.,. 
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That is the 16th. On the same date there is a tel~"Tam from 

Mr. Franklin to Mr. Winbourn: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., FebrtW-1'1} 16, 19JO. 

Attorney General WINBOURN, 
State Capitol, Denv er: 

Have wired Justice John T. Adams to secure as many prominent 
Coloradians as ,POSSible to urge your Senators to give us support. Sug
gest you confer with bim without d E>lay and you two together work out 
plan to secure your Senators' adherence to oil tariff without delay. 
Have progressed steadily, gaining new sh·ength every day, and believe 
will win fight before Senate. We must have support of States to be 
benefited. 

WmT FRANKLIN, 
Mayffower fHotel. 

Do you know whether these two gt'ntlemen did work out some 
plan? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, from the succeeding t elegrams there which you 
have read it apperu.·s that they got together and did what they could 
in the matter in the interest of their own State as well as the United 
States generally. 

And the vote, as taken on February 28, 1930, shows that the 
- two Senators from Colorado voted for the duty on oil. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Of course we voted for it. We never thought 
of doing anything else. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The closing story is told at page 
7922 of the record, as follows : 
WIRT FRANKLIN, 

Ma1f{toWfW Hotel, Washit~gton, D. 0.: 
Court hearing oral argument to-day, but attorney general and I 

discussed your project this afternoon and are in full accord. Are con
sidering best line of immediate action and will advise you later. When 
do you leave? Can you return via Denver? You could help materially. 
Regards. · 

Were you later advised as to what was considered by them to be the 
best line of. action to bring the two Senators from Colorado into line? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir; except it might have l'Cferred to the sugges
tion to help Colorado get on the sugar tariff, too. That is the only way 
I could interpret that. 

Mr. Franklin's idea about the matter is very clearly set out 
in his statement of what he thought was the best way to reach 
that result. Here is his testimony : 

Senator CARAWAY. There bas been no suggestion that groups get to-
gether and trade--you vote for my proposition and I will vote for yours? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Oh, yes. I have heard that suggestion. 
Senator C.ARAWAY. Has it been made in your office? 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, I don't know that you would call it trading. 
Senator CARAWAY. Well, we both know what trading is, you know. 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, there has been a suggestion that perhaps if Sena-

tors wanted one item on the taril:r list protected, it might help to unite 
forces. I have heard that. I have understood all my life that that is 
the way a tariff bill was made. 

Mr. WATERMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me a moment? I just want to make a brief statement. 

Mr. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. W ATERMA...~. I do not care to interrupt the Senator at 

this time, but in my own time I shall have something to say 
about the matters which appeared to be developed on the face 
of this record. 

I thank the Senator from Wisconsin for yielding to me. 
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. Presi!}ent, I understand the junior Sena

tor from Kansas took exception to the fact that I made some 
remarks in the Senate before the vote on oil was taken, and as 
a basis for those remarks used the material which had been 
produced before the committee investigating the subject of 
lobbying. 

The material I used on that occasion was material either 
introduced in evidence or material that was before the com
mittee, in its possession, and delivered to the committee volun
tarily by Mr. Franklin. 

Those who would criticize because I chose at that time to drag 
these ugly facts out into the open I assume would have had the 
committee take the testimony and put it under lock and key 
until the vote was taken. The information that was dh"ulged 
before the committee, and which I, in turn, presented to the 
Senate of the United States, in my own right, as a Member of 
this body, was information valuable then, not after the vote 
was taken. 

I presume, from his rather keen criticism, that the junior 
Senator from Kansas would have much preferred to ha\e h ad 
that testimony stated a week after t he Yote was taken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
1\Ir. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. ALLEN. I think I had better make a little clearer to 

the Senator what I meant, U: he will permit. -

My objection was to the fact that you subprenaed this man 
in the hope of getting some half truths, or some suspicious 
circumstances, and that, having gotten them, you hurried over 
here with a pettifogging presentation of some material which 
was not convincing, but which you sought to make convincing by 
facts misleading and misrepresenting. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I understood the Senator very 
well. He has not enlightened me one bit by his recent r emarks. 
I did not subprena Mr. Franklin. The trouble with the Senator 
from Kansas is that he takes himself too seriously. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. BLAINE. He would like to set himself up as the judge 

of what other Senators should do. · 
Now, Mr. President, I do ask the Senator not to interrupt me 

again with a speech. I will yield for a question. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 
Mr. BLAINE. He chooses to make himself ~ great shining 

example of exemplary conduct. 
1\lr. ALLEN. I do think I can help some--
Mr. BLAINE. If a Senator so chooses, that is his respon

sibility, but I decline to accept his standard. I think it is a 
wrong standard; I think it is a bad standard. If the Senator 
proposed to have this testimony suppressed, such conduct would 
be nothing short of betrayal of our Government. If that is 
what the Senator means--

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. PI·esident--
Mr. BLAINE. Does he mean that a Senator who had that in

formation should have suppressed it until it was too late? 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have been asked--
Mr. BLAINE. If that is what he means, Mr. President, that 

is not a standard that should be set as an example for legislators 
in this country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, does the Senator yield? 
Mr. BLAINE. For a question. 
Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator has asked me four questions. 

Does he yield for me to answer? 
Mr. BLAINE. No; I have not asked the Senator any ques

tion that he can not answer in his own time. 
Mr. ALLEN. The--
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I decline to yield. The Sena

tor will have full opportunity to reply when I get through. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the information contained in 

my remarks was material information to which the Senate of 
the United States was entitled before the vote on oil was taken. 
I make no apology for having dragged out these ugly facts onto 
tbe floor of the Senate before it was too late. The time to 
act was before the vote -was taken. If that be pettifogging, 
then the Senator from Kansas may make the most of it. 

Oh, what a delightful situation it would have been if this 
committee, investigating lohbying, had taken the testimony, per
mitted the reporter to transcribe it, had tiled that testimony 
away, and then, at some time in the future, had it printed, long 
after it could serve any useful purpose. That is what the Sen
ator from Kansas, if I understand his proposition, in his criti
cism of the Senator from Wisconsin, would have liked to have 
had done. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WALCOTT in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Kansas? 

Mr. BLAINE. I yield for a question. 
Mr. ALLEN. This is merely to clear up a misapprehension 

in the Senator's mind. My contention is that you had no facts, 
that you brought no facts here, that you came here with a lot 
of half truths and insinuations with the purpose of casting re
flection which was not justified. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas just 
listened a few moments ago to the reading of the record by the 
senior Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. Is the Senator 
from Kansas deaf? Can he not understand plain language? 
Does he not understand the questions that were asked and the 
answers made? The Senator from Montana just read the ques
tions and the answers thereto, and those questions and answers 
had been made before I made my remarks upon this question 
some time ago. 

Does the Senator claim that those questions and answers 
were pettifogging? I placed those facts before the Senate. 

1\lr. ALLEN. I claim that they are not significant. I claim 
they are the conf-used remarks of a witness who was not in the 
proper state of mental composure to realize what he said. 

:M:r. BLAINE. Mr. President, I decline to yield for any such 
flimsy excuses as the Senator from K~nsas is attempting to 
offer. 
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Mr. ALLEN. The man was under duress every moment. 
Mr. BLA.ThTE. I decline to yield. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 
Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Kansas has stated for the 

third time that .when I brought these facts to the Senate it 
was pettifogging, even insinuating that those facts were not 
even before the committee, when the Senator from Kansas knew, 
or ought to have known, that the facts as read from the record 
by the senior Senator from Montana came from testimony under 
oath before the committee in the forenoon of the day on . which 
we voted on the question of a tariff rate on oil. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I know that Franklin would not appreciate 

•the Senator's defense of him, because Franklin is a man of great 
ability. I understand he was a lawyer of some distinction, and 
then become an oil producer, and I think he is one of the ablest 
men I ever saw. But the telegrams came from the atto.rney 
general and a member of the Supreme Court of Colorado. They 
were not confused. They were introduced before the committee. 
Of course, it is the Senator from Kansas who has gotten 
confused. 

Mr. BLAINE. No; but when oil-the magic word-becomes 
of interest you may expect confusion of mind, and sometimes 
of purpose. So I a.m. not l;llaming the Senator from Kansas for 
his failure to understand this situation. He can not help it. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, if the Senator will 
yield--

Mr. BLAINE. I am sorry for the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I was going to say that the Senator from 

Kansas actually has painted a mental picture of himself, and 
I hope the Senator will say nothing more about it. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think I will follow the Senator's advice. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. BLAINE. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator permit me to state what it 

f?eems to me is perfectly plain some Senators think the lobby 
committee ought to have done? They should have asked · Mr. 
Franklin to come before the committee, and then they should 
have said, in substance, " Now, Mr. Franklin, we are investi
gating the oil lobby. We would like to have your telegrams 
and your letters and your statement, but you are under no com
pulsion to give them if you do not want to. We invite you to 
give us this evidence, but if you would not like to give it to us, 
you are excused." 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, in conclusion, I want to state 
that the remarks I made on the occasion heretofore I made, as 
I have stated, in my own right, as a Member of this body, upon 
the records and facts that were before the committee of which 
I am a member. I do not withdraw one single word I expressed 
on the former occasion. I do not qualify a single statement. 
What I said then was true, what I said then was a part of the 
record of the committee. I stand upon that to-day. The Sena
tor from Oklahoma was unable successfully to challenge a single 
statement of fact. 

Mr. President, I have here two telegrams, one from the 
speaker of the House of Representatives and the other from the 
secretary of the Senate of the State of Texas, in reply to tele
grams which I sent to them asking whether or not the Texas 
Legislature had passed or approved any memorial favoring a 
tariff on oil. I ask that the two telegrams be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clerk 
will read, as requested. 

The telegrams were read, as follows: 
AUSTIN, TEX., March 5, 1930. 

Hon. JOHN J. BLAINE, 
U,Jited States Senate, Washington., D. 0.: 

Vote on oil tariff memorial in senate, yeas 8, nays 15. No record vote 
in committee. 

BoB BARKER, Secretary. 

AUSTIN, TEX., March 5, 19~0. 
JOHN J. BLAINI!I, 

United States Senate: 
Simple resolution relating to tari1f on oil killed in committee on 

federal relations by vote of 5 to 1. It never reached floor of assembly. 
W. S. BARRON, 

Speaker House of Representative8. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. P .resident, at the request 
of the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGs], I desire to 
offer for the RECORD an important and impressive table showing 
the cost to the American people of a tariff tax of $1 a barrel 
upon oil, if effective. The table shows that the total cost to 
the American public would be $900,000,000. The table also 
shows how much of that cost would be allotted to each of the 

several States. As I said, I am offering this in behalf of the 
Senato.r from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], who is temporarily 
detained from the Chamber at this time. This table shows that 
this tax, if effective, will cost the people of Massachusetts 
$34,668,000 and of Maryland $13,040,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The table referred to follows. 
The consumption of oil in 1928 was about 900,000,000 barrels. A tax 

of $1 a barrel, if effective, would cost the .American people about 
$900,000,000 per year. The following table shows the cost by States 
in round numbers: 

Alabama-------------------------------------$21, 132, 000 

~~~~s~s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~==============================: 1g:~8g:88& 
§=!~;ii_~=~-=-=~~-~-=-~-~~~~~~::::::::::::::::::=-=~= :~: Ut 888 
Delaware------------------------------------------· 2, 009,000 
District of Columbia___________________________________ 3, 933, 000 
Florida------------------------------------------- 8, 712, 000 

?:~~~~---~~----~~~-_-::_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=========: 2~:g~8:888 
Illinois---------------------------------------------- 57, 365, 000 
Indiana---------------------------------------------- 26,H70,000 
Iowa------------------------------------------------ 21,636,000 

f~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~=~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~==~= ~t rlt &&& 

~~!~tHH~~HHHHHHHHH~~~~~~~~H~~ il\ i~ Ui 
~::~~~r~~----==.-_-.:_-_-_-_:-::_-_-_~---_-::.=:::::::::::::======· lo~ · 61.1£· 888 

i[~~~~~~~~~f~~~~~f~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~illH North Carolina _______________________________________ 23,031,000 

North Dakota---------------------------------------- 5,910,000 
Ohio------------~--------------------.:.. ____________ 51, 831, 000 

~~~;i~iii~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ :t iR IU 
South Dakota---------------------------------------- 5,724,000 

~:~=~~~~-:::::::::::.=:::::.::-::~-=-=================== ~~:8J¥:888 

llfi~~~~~;;;~~;~g~~~~~~~~~~~ II!Dt HI 
Mr. WATERMAN. Mr. President, when this storm first 

broke, when the tariff on oil was first considered, if happened 
that I was not in the Chamber. I ascertained what took place 
by reading the RECORD a day or two thereafter, when the speech 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE] was printed in 
the Appendix of the RECOR-D of a subsequent date. 

I personally know Judge Adams, of the Supreme Court of the 
State of Colorado, and have known him for many years. I will 
vouch for him as a reputable citizen and a reputable judge. He 
was reputable enough to be elected by the people of my State to 
the high p6sition which he holds with distinction. Mr. Win
bourn, to whom reference is made, was elected two years ago 
as the attorney general of the State of Colorado. He is also a 
reputable citizen, a reputable lawyer, and a reputable official of 
that State. 

I have always understood that Judge Adams was somewhat 
interested in the oil question because it was believed that in the 
San Luis Valley, where he had lived for many years, the under
lying strata contains much oil. He may be financially interested 
in it; I do not know personally. 

It was urged to-day that Mr. Winbourn was here in Wash
ington. I did not see him. I was not in the city of Washington 
at any time while he was present here, so I did not confer with 
him about this or any other subject whatever. I never have 
conferred with Judge Adams with reference to the situation. 

I frankly say that I never was opposed to a tariff upon oil, 
and I have never expressed myself as opposed to it. I had 
nothing to trade. Nobody offered to trade with me for some
thing that I did not have nor for that which I did have. 

Mr. Franklin, whose name has been bandied about here, so far 
as I know, is a reputable gentleman. I know that he is a man 
of ability and of experience, because I have discovered it from 
my conversations with him. He was here seeking votes to sup
port a tariff upon oil. He was frank enough to tell me that that 
was his purpose. He talked about the question; he talked about 
the advisability of ~ing ~ tax:i.fl upon oil and its probable 
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effect upon the industry in this country if a tariff was put upon 
oil. Nothing objectionable ever escaped the lips of Mr. Franklin 
in my presence. 

I have never talked with the junior Senator from Oklahoma 
[1\Ir. THOMAS] about the question. I did briefly talk with the 
senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. PrNE] at one time for a 
few moments just before the first vote was taken upon the mat
ter. There was nothing developed in that conversation which 
was discreditable to him, and I did not suppose there was any
thing developed that was discreditable to me as a Senator. 

I have stated upon the :floor of the Senate, and I have stated 
in the presence of Senators elsewhere that, by the eternal, I will 
not vote for a tariff upon the products of another State if the 
Senators from that State vote against protecting the industries 
of my State, and I stand upon that platform. 

Ur. FESS. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WATERMAN. I yield. 
Mr. FESS. I listened to the reading of the telegrams from 

Judge Adams. I take it that he knew that the Colorado Sena
tors believe in a protective tariff. I do not know what his 
opinion was about the position of the Senators from Oklahoma, 
but I have been trying to see whether the interpretation which 
has been placed upon those telegrams can be justified, that 
Judge Adams is urging that a trade be entered into. I do not 
see that that is the only interpretation that could be placed 
upon a telegram of that kind. If I were wiring to some repre
sentative in the Senate on a matter of interest to me and if I 
knew that there were other States interested in a protective 
tariff on a different article, and if I should say, " Here are 
people interested in protecting articles in their own States," I 
can not see that it carries with it something sordid on the basis 
of a bargain. I have believed in protecting sugar and have so 
voted. I believe in a protection on oil and have so voted. But 
certainly I would not be subject to criticism if for any reason I 
had decided not to vote for a tariff on oil but should vote for a 
tariff on sugar. Becau e I should assume that position I should 
not be subject to the charge of a barter or subject to the charge 
of prejudice in the matter of voting. I can ~ot understand, if 
all the evidence we have is such as was read from Judge 
Adams's telegrams, what basis there is for the charge that oil is 
being traded for sugar and sugar for oil. 

Mr. WATERMAN. So far as I know there is no basis for it. 
The Senators from Colorado ordinarily are not noisy. They 

try to attend to their own business and make up their own 
minds with reference to what they will do upon any subject 
before the Senate. But any man who knows the senior Sen
ator from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPS], as the people of Colorado 
know him, and who knows me, as they have known me for 40 
years, knows that in season and out of season I am a high-pro
tective man, in favor of protecting every industry in this coun
try no matter in what State it may be. Any of the people who 
know either of us know that they do not have to trade with us in 
order to get our votes for the protection of any living industry 
in this country. It is unnecessary to approach us in that way. 
No one has ever approached me with any such. branch in his 
hand. 

The conversations I have had with Mr. Franklin were full, 
fair, and frank. I tried to ascertain from him what good a 
tariff would do him if it were put upon oil He explained to me 
how and why, which was perfectly legitimate, I am sure. I 
have assumed that it was perfectly legitimate for Senators to 
talk among themselves with reference to the matter and to 
reach an agreement with r eference to these things. We do it 
here continuously. We agree upon the :floor of the Senate upon 
amendments to pending bills where there is a compromise 
between conflicting ideas. 

Is there anything vicious about it? The very Capital of the 
United States is located here upon the banks of the Potomac 
as the result of a compromise and a trade between Alexander 
Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson. The Constitution of the 
United States itself was a compromise from start to finish and 
a trade from start to finish. Everybody knows that one side 
of the people of this country were contending that the sover
eignty of the States must be protected by the Constitution. 
The others were contending that the people of the different 
States must likewise be protected. Out of that blazing furnace 
of discussion came the great covenant of the Constitution of 
the United States, the result of trades and compromises of 
which we and all of us are proud. 

So I am frank to say that, by the eternal, whenever a propo
sition comes up on tl1e floor of the Senate with reference to a 
tariff upon any article, if any Senator votes against a tariff 
upon articles produced in my State which are not produced in 
his State, I will not vote for a tariff upon the articles pro
duced in his State. We might as well understand that now as 
any other time. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WATERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, the Senator has a perfect right 

to defend his own course, but he said a moment ago that he 
was in favor of a high tariff on every American industry. 

Mr. W ATERM..I\.N. I am. 
Mr. CARA 'VAY. But the Senator would go back on his 

announced doctrine. If some other Senator did not vote for a 
tariff on an article produced in his State, he would punish the 
whole people. 

Mr. W ATERl\1AN. I would punish the people of that State 
for it, but not the whole people. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 

yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. WATERMAN. I yield. . 
Mr. GLASS. I may have a very defective sense of discrimi

nation, but I am unable to see the difference between a doc
trine of that sort and a plain trading of votes. 

Mr. WATERMAN. I do not care what the Senator may call 
it. I think I have seen the Senator vote for protection for arti
cles produced in his State and vote against protection for prac
tically every article produced in every other State. 

Mr. GLASS. Oh, no; the Senator bas not seen that, and he 
can not ascribe to me any motive of retaliation for any vote 
which I have cast. 

Mr. WATERMAN. I do not care whether it is retaliation 
or what it is; the fact exists on the :floor of the Senate. 

Mr. GLASS. The fact exists in my mind that I can not 
discriminate a doctrine of that sort from the plain trading of 
votes. 

Mr. WATERMAN. I shall practice it so long as I sit here. 
Mr. GLASS. That is the Senator's privilege. 
Mr. WATERMAN. And the most can be made of it. 
So, I say, Mr. President, that there was no trade so far as I 

am concerned. I was not opposed to a tariff on oil. I had 
nothing to give for a vote on sugar. I have been somewhat 
active around the Chamber and elsewhere in attempting to 
procure tariff rates on articles produced in my State; I have 
likewise been somewhat busy in attempting to secure adequate 
tariff rates upon articles produced in other States which are 
not produced in my own. 

I have been trying to spread the blanket of protection fairly 
over all the industries of this country ; and I say again that 
when any Senator from any State votes exclusively for the pro~ 
tection of articles produced in his own State and then votes 
against the protection of articles produced in my State, I will 
not give him any vote for the protection of the articles produced 
in his State. We might as well understand that now, gentle
men. 

Mr. President, I had not intended to be drawn into this dis
cussion, but we may as well have an understanding. My name 
has been bandied around here as a tr~der and a horse jockey and 
all that. I have stood it until I became out of patience with 
it. I think the whole thing is merely a tempest in a teapot; 
that it was conceived and started and brought here and put 
over for the purpose of killing not only a tariff on oil but a 
tariff rate on many other articles produced by various indus
tries. That is what I believe about it. 

So, Mr. President, my record is entirely open; my record is 
full and fair before the Senate. I think Senators will under
stand where I stand and what I propose to do and what I shall 
do. It may as well be understood now that the people of my 
State are interested in a tariff upon oil. I have had many 
communications from them; I have never answered whether I 
would vote f or it or whether I would not, and, as a matter of 
fact, I do not very often make such declarations in connection 
with anything, but when I come to vote I have reached a con
clusion which has been derived from such information as I 
could gather here and there, and I have voted in accordance 
with my conscience. There is no trade ; there is no sale ; there 
is no bargain; there is no consideration passing from any 
Senator here to me nor from me to any other Senator in con
nection with any vote which has been cast or shall be cast. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
[l\Ir. WATERMAN] makes himself perfectly clear that while his 
predilection is to vote for protection, if a Senator from some 
other State will not vote to protect articles produced in his
State, he will not vote to protect the articles produced in the 
other Senator's State. I take it that the converse is necessarily 
true, that if a Senator will agree to vote on articles produced in 
Colorado the Senator from that State will vote for protection on 
articles produced in the other Senator's State. 

Mr. WATERMAN. I will say that I probably will. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I should say that was a trade. The Sena

tor from Ohio [Mr. FEss], whom I have always looked upon 
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as the public censor of the Senate, it seems, can not understand the committee. We have never invited and have never en
and does not resent, though I resent, the sending of telegrams couraged or permitted anybody who had a grievance to come 
offering to trade and saying in effect, " I think we can make this before the committee. There are stacks of letters in my office, 
contact." At one time I thought that the Senator had obtained as well as telegrams, from people wanting to come before the 
a very dignified place in the educational world, and I neces- committee, but when it was ascerta,ined that they had some per
sarily imagined that he understood the English language; but sonal grievance invariably they have been denied the oppor-
I am perfectly willing to say that I was mistaken about that. tunity to testify. 

The peculiar thing about this whole matter, Mr. President, is .As to every organization tha.t has been investigated, witnesses 
that anybody should feel resentful at there being disclosed what have been selected for that organization, and every man who 
is really transpiring or what people say they are bringing has been before the committee has been asked if there was 
about. If it is honora,ble, nobody shoUld care; but if anyone is anyone he wanted to testify, and if he has named a witness 
engaged in a dishonorable practice, no honorable man ought we have procured that witness for him, so that every phase of 
to defend it. the case is gone into. 

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? We have investigated the American Tariff League, for in-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas stance, and every witness was either a member of that organi-

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? zation or somebody whom the organization wanted called. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. While the committee was • investigating those seeking a 
Mr. PINE. I will say there is no objection to the facts, but higher tarl.fl:, it was suggested by the Senator from Indiana 

it is the misconstruction of the facts to which we object. that we ought to go into the activities of those who wanted 
Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator ought to reallze that here are lower tarift', and every witness wanted was brought here. 

96 Senators, and if they are all so feeble-minded that they can Those witnesses were turned over to the Senator from Indiana 
not read a telegram for themselves and know what tt means, to inquire into their activities. He wrote the report dealing 
then God save the States from which they come. It is not a with that plu\Be of the subject. 
question of interpretation to which any one objects, but it is The committee's action has been unanimous on every matter, 
the fact itself about which Senators complain. and the only complaint, as I have said, that has arisen in the 

Now to show, Mr. President, a rather unreasonable situation, committee has been over the examination of the gentleman who 
, I agreed with Mr. Franklin that a tariff ought to be levied on oil. was before the committee to-day. 
I do not indorse the doctrine my friend here on my right [Mr. Mr. President, there has been complaint-and with this ob
WATERMAN] enunciates, that he is for a protective duty on any servation I am through--about the bad manners of the com-

. article produced in my State if I am for a protective duty on every- mittee. That is largely due to my mannerisms. I am not de

. thing produced in his State, but otherwise he is against impos.. fending my manners, Mr. President, but I would not advise 
ing a protective duty on anything produeed in my State unless anybody else to copy them. Sometimes I myself have felt, after 
I am for protecting everything produced in his State. If that a hearing was over, rather regretful for some of the things I 
is the way this tariff bill is to be written, if the merits of va- have said. The truth is I always regret an unkindness done or 

I, rious proposals are to be disregarded, the American people then said. I have no ill will against any living being. I am willing 
will have no protection against exorbitant rates. Because my however, I repeat, to assume the responsibility for everything 

1 observation has led me to the conclusion that ordinarily Sena- I have said or the committee has done. I have not objected to 
tors are too much inclined to appraise the needs of their own any witness incorporating anything in the record that he de
State above what other people who are disinterested may 11et sired as a statement, except one thing. 

lupon them. But if the rule is to be that the interests of my When the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] ' 
State are to be slaughtered unless I myself am willing to lay was before the committee, and enunciated his famous doctrine 
aside my judgment as to rates which ought to be written that the Senators from "backward States " should not vote 
into this bill on articles produced in other States, this new when tax measures were being voted on or refunds were 
manner of writing tariff bills is going to be a revelation to the being voted to corporations who had paid money to the Govern
American people, and I shall be very much surprised if they do ment, he registered with the committee a solemn promise that 
not resent that way of legislating. he was going to submit to us a list of Senators, common and 

Now, I want to say a word about the so-called lobby com- preferred; and I then insisted that he live up to it. He brought 
mittee. I am chairman of that committee, but not from my in a statement at one time and handed it to me, after he had 
own solicitation. If the chairman of the Judiciary Committee given it to the newspapers, in which he undertook to rehash 
were present, and if other members of that committee were his theory about the mistakes of the fathers, but did not give 
present, they would bear me out in the statement that I asked us the list of Senators. I refused the statement. I excused 
that some other Senator be given that place. him, however, for not complying. I knew it was embarrassing, 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON] never complained and I was perfectly willing to let it go although I was willing 
about the manners of that committee, and any danger its activi· to be classed as one of those common Senators who very much 
•ties might involve to the public interest, until the gentleman who offended his sense of what the fathers ought to have done. 
was before the committee to-day first appeared as a witness I thought then that it was a pleasantry, and I think so still. 
some days ago. Then, for the first time, we commenced to hear I really doubt very seriously if the Senator from Pennsylvania 
about a Democratic committee, and about its being unfair. would rewrite the Constitution; and, facetiously, I said that 

The witness to whom I referred is the only witness as to if Pennsylvania had been given all the Senators that the Sena
the treatment by the committee he has protested there was a tor from Pennsylvania thought it ought to have, the high cost 
viol~tion of his rights. In that committee the rule has pre- of electing a Senator in Pennsylvania would have been prohibi· 
vailed, as every member of the committee knows, that if any tive. 
member wanted to subprena-not subprena, because we have If Pennsylvania had been awarded 57 Senators--and I think 
issued but three subprenas-but if a member wanted a wit- that is the number that the Senator from Pennsylvania thought 
ness invited to come he had only to indicate his desire. We its great industrial wealth entitled it-knowing how much 
left it to each Senator's honor to say what he thought ought to it cost / to nominate and elect a Senator in Pennsylvania, I 
be investigated about a matter under consideration before the doubt if the great wealth of the Senator and the State at 
committee. And then when that question was disposed of if it large could have supported the election of that many 
was desired by any member of the committee to inquire into Senators. 
something else the committee were willing that that should be I said that I thought the Senator from Pennsylvania was 
done. It has been a harmonious committee until recently, when indulging in a facetious vein. I loved to hear him talk. I did 
one member of the committee complained because he objected not have to agree with him, and I do not; but I realized that 
to the unearthing of certain things with reference to a witness he was not going to be with us long, and I was willing to. 
who was then and ts now before the committee, and that is all. accord him the opportunity of expressing anything he felt with 
That is the first time and the only time he has objected to reference to that subject. 
either manner or substance of the commitee's activities. I did not hear the speeches of criticism of the committee, 

I do not object to criticism of the committee. I have said- and I am glad I did not. I did hear the speech of the Senator. 
and I want to repeat-that we have used whatever methods we from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON]; and I rather think if I were 
thought were necessary to ascertain the facts ; but I should like the Senator from Indiana that I woold have objected in the 
to have those Senators who complain about the committee committee, instead of going on the floor to denounce the 
to remember that there has been but one witness who appeared committee. 
before the committee since it was organized who was not Personally, I do not want anybody to feel any obligation 
friendly to the activities that were being investigated. The to defend my course of conduct on that committee. I should 
former secretary of a Senator, Mr. Russell, of Utah, had a feel humiliated if anyone felt that he ought to do it. I shall 
grievance against the Senator from Utah [Mr. KINo]. But none do that for myself if it becomes necessary; but I do not feeil 
,of us, so far as I am f!Ware, knew this until he appeared before - that it is n~y. 
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Mr. PINE. Mr. President, in the State of Oklahoma we have 

a group or socialists. That group in 1924 supported La Fol
lette and WEELER.. They have a paper down there that is 
known as the Oklahoma Weekly Leader. It is edited by Oscar 
Ameringer and Dan Hogan, who have keen minds, and know 
how to express themselves. 

I have an editorial from that paper which appeared in the 
issue of March 6, 1930. I send it to the desk and ask that it 
be read. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? I do not know what the editorial says. Does the 
Senator indorse what it says? 

Mr. PINE. I do. 
Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator makes it personal? 
l\lr. PINE. I do. 
Mr. CARAWAY. All right. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the editorial 

will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Oklahoma Weekly Leader of Friday, March 6, 1930] 
THE PROGRESSIVES BLUNDER 

In voting with the Standard Oil Senate Republican group against 
the tariff on crude oil, the Progressive contingent, led by Senators 
BLAINE, LA FOLLETTE, NORRIS, and WHEELER indulged in Some loose 
thinking and jumped at conclusions in a manner savoring of Old Guard 
psychology. 

Their arguments were the generally sound arguments of the free
trade advocates. But their application of these arguments to the pro_ 
posed tariff on crude oil shows how far present Progres.sives have 
drifted from the keen reasoning and probing leadership that character
ized the attitude of the senior La Follette. In the name of a gre.at 
principle, Senator BLAINE denounced the lobby of the oil independents 
in terms formerly reserved by the senior La Follette for the Standard 
monopolists. The elder Wisconsin statesman set ,forth all too convinc
ingly that the price of gasoline had no relation to the price of crude; 
that the oil monopoly charged what the traffic would bear, save when 
engaged in driving an independent operator to the wall. To hear 
Senator BLA.INE contend that a tariff on oil would raise the price of 
gasoline, in the face of recognized monopolistic control and the enormous 
margin between the cost of producing gasoline and its price of sale, is 
laughable. The Wirt Franklin lobby is the first encouraging sign since 
the great La Follette inquiry of a stand by the independents against the 
refining monopoly. 

The trite argument of Senator BLAINE for conserving our supply . by 
encouraging the import of cheap crude could only be founded on 
ignorance of the fact that true conservation is best served by keeping 
the price at a point where it will be possible to pump the vast number 
of small oil wells that must be abandoned and lost forever once the 
load of foreign crude forces the price too low for their profitable 
operation. 

The price of crude throughout the mid-<!Ontinent area bears directly 
upon the farmer himself, and an oil tariff to him is as vital farm relief as 
the measures taken to protect the price of cotton, corn, and wheat. 
Southwestern cooperatives are pooling their royalty rights, as they 
pool cotton and wheat, through a movement which promises salvation 
in direct proportion as oil may be saved from the same deflation that 
bas crushed agriculture. 

If Senator BLAINE is so concerned for the gasoline consumer, let him 
direct an intelligent inquiry into the forces that fix gasoline prices, not 
launch invectives at the. independent producers, whose interests are 
identical with those of the small landowner. • 

Free importation of crude oil under a bigh-taritr gove~nmental policy 
has the same earmarks of discrimination as characterize the failure to 
apply export debentures for agricultural commodities. The arguments of 
the free trader fall fiat when applied to one commodity, especially when 
applied to that commodity by progressives who are supposedly rational, 
and who gladly espoused the export debenture proposal to maintain the 
prices of agricultural commodities. The export debenture would have 
affected consumer prices. The crude-oil tariff would not. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I thought there was a rule 
against putting in the RECoRD or reading any article which was 
libelous against a Member of the Senate. If I am not mistaken, 
this article is libelous, in that it charges me and others with 
Old Guard psychology. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The role relates to debate. The 
Chair, however, will take advantage of this opportunity to state 
that hereafter Senators must observe the rule in reference to 
characterizing the conduct of other Senators in their debate, 
and hereafter the Chair will call to order any Senator who 
violates Rule XIX. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I ask to have read by the 
clerk a copy of a letter addressed by myself to Mr. John A. 
Simpson, of Oklahoma City, Okla. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
MARCH 10, 1930. 

Mr. JOHN A. SIMPSON, 
President Farmers' Educati<mal and Cooperative UniOtl-, 

Oklahoma Oity, Okl-a. 
D:maR MR. SIMPSON : I am in receipt of your telegrams and letter 

of recent date. 
" Oil" seems to be a magic word. Nations go to war for oil. Oil 

has corrupted officers of the Government in high places. Now, you 
propose to tax a natural resource on the plea of " farm relief." 

" Farm relief " has been a slogan upon the banner of every sordid 
interest that has been seeking special favors and the privilege to 
pick the farmers' pockets. Indeed, " farm relief " has been so 
thoroughly exploited by the same sordid, selfish interests that the 
farmer will be relieved of everything, except the right to toil, that 
others may profit. 

No, l\!r. Simpson, I am not engaged in the prevalent pastime of 
handing gold bricks to the farmers. 

Oil, sugar, cement, lumber-all to be taxed in the name of "farm 
relief." Oh, the crimes that are being committed in that name! 

And Standard Oil is a silent partner in the game that is being 
played here. And for w'hose benefit? The new crop of mulfi
millionaires have banded themselves together, as so-called independent 
petroleum producers, to pull the chestnuts out of the fire for Standard 
OiL 

If it were nQt for the tragedy of the situation it would cause 
serious men to laugh. 

Yours very truly, 
JOHN J. BLAINE. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, there has been a lot of confusion 
about the votes when we have taken an item off the free list 
and put it on the dutiable list. We have followed the practice 
of having two votes-first when we put on the duty, and second 
when we took the item off the free list. Also, when we have 
taken an article off the dutiable list and put it on the free list 
we have been following the practice of having two votes. 

There are many Members of the Senate who think that one 
vote ought automatically to operate on the second proposition. 
For example, if we put oil upon the dutiable list, the practice 
heretofore would be that we would then vote to take it off 
the free list. It seems to me that that ·opens up unlimited 
debate. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. FESS. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. My amendment provides, first, 

that oil shall be transferred to the dutiable list, and the. last 
line or two provides that the lines in the present bill that put 
oil on the free list shall . be stricken from the bill. Anyone 
could ask that the amendment be divided ; but if the whole 
thing carries, the whole thing is taken care of. 

1\Ir. FESS. But after talking with the Senator from Utah 
it was agreed that a unanimous-consent request should be 
presented. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hope the Senate will agree to this unanimous
consent request. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ne
braska [Mr. NoRRis] objected to that this morning when the 
Senator from Utah asked it. 

Mr. FESS. This has not as yet been presented. I will with
draw it for the present. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the Senator wait until the 
Senator from Nebraska returns. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THOMAS] as modified. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Couzens Hastings McCulloch 
Ashurst Cutting Hatfield McMaster 
Baird Dale Hawes McNary 
Barkley Fess Hayden Metcalf 
Black Fletcher Hebert Moses 
Blaine Frazier Heflin Norbeck 
Blease George Howell Norris 
Borah Glass Johnson Nye 
Bratton Glenn Jones Oddie 
Broussard Goff Kean Overman 
Capper Goldsborough Kendrick Phipps 
Connally Hale Keyes Pine 
Copela.D.d Harris La Follette Pittman 
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Ransdell Simmons Thomas, Okla. 
Robinson, Ind. Smoot Townsend 
Robsion, Ky. Steck Trammell 
Schall Steiwer Vandenberg 
Sheppard Swanson Wagner 
Shortridge Thomas, Idaho Walcott 

Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Oklahoma as modified. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll. . . 
Mr. CUTTING (when his name was called). On this question 

I have a pair with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD]. If the senior Senator from Minnesota were pres
ent, he would vote "nay"; and . if I were permitted to vote I 
would vote " yea." 

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a nontrans
ferable pair with the senior Senator from Connecticut .[Mr. 
BINGHAM]. In his absence I am unable to vote. If pernntted 
to vote, I would vote "nay." 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was called). On this vote I 
am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. liA.R
RISON]. If he were present, he would vote "nay." If I were 
permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from illinois [1\Ir. DENEEN] to the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] and vote "nay." 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On 
this vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
BROOKHART]. If he were present and permitted to vote, he 
would vote "nay." If I were permitted to vote, I would vote 
"yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On thls 
vote I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. McKELr.A:&], who I understand, if present, would 
vote "nay." If I were permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMITH]. I am unable to secure a transfer. I understand that 
if the Senator from South Carolina were present he would 
vote" nay." If I were permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. _ 
Mr. GLENN. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 

from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS]. I understand that if present 
he would vote '"nay," and if I were permitted to vote, I would 
vote "yea." 

Mr. CARAWAY. I have a pa!r with the senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. GREENE]. I do not know how he would vote 
if present, and being unable to get a transfer, I withhold my 
vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. WAGNER. I have a pair with the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. PATTERSON] who would vote "yea" if present. The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. RoasroN] has a pair with the Sen
ator from Washington [Mr. DILL], who would vote "nay" if 
present. I transfer my pair to Mr. RoasroN's pair, allowing 
Mr. RoBSION and myself to vote, and leaving Mr. DILL and Mr. 
PATTERSON to stand paired. I vote "nay." 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following pairs : 
The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SULLIVAN] with the Senator 

from Tennessee [Mr. BRocK] ; and · 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] with the 

Senator from Maryland [l\1r. TYDINGS]. 
If present, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SULLIVAN] and 

the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] would vote 
"yea," and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BRocK] and the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] would vote "nay." 

I also desire to announce the following general pairs : 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING]; and 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REEl>] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBI "SON]. 
The result was announced-yeas 29, nays 38, as follows : 

Allen 
Baird 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Capper 
Connally 
Fess 
Golf 

Ashurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Blease 
Borah 
Copeland 

YEAS-29 
Goldsborough McCulloch 
Hastings Moses 
Hatfield Oddie 
Hebert Phipps 
Johnson Pine 
Jones Pittman 
Kean Ransdell 
Kendrick Robslon, Ky . 

Couzens 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
George 
Hale 
Harris 
Hawes 

NAY8-38 
Hayden 
Hetlin 
Howell 
Keyes 
La Follette 
McMaster 
Metcalt 

Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Okla. 
Waterman · 

Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Overman 
Robinson, Ind. 
Schall 
Simmons 

Smoot 
Steck 
Swanson 

Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 

Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

NOT VOTING-29 
Bingham Gillett McKellar 
Brock Glass McNary 
Brookhart Glenn Patterson 
Caraway Gould Reed 
Cutting Greene Robinson, Ark. 

"Dale Grundy Shipstead 
D-eneen . Harrison Smith 
Dill King Stephens 

Wheeler 

Sullivan 
Thoma.s, Idaho 
Townsend 
Tydings 
Watson 

So the amendment of Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, as modified, 
was rejected. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE subsequently said: I ask unanimous con
sent that there may be inserted in the RECORD following the 
vote on the oil amendment of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. THOMAS] taken this evening, the vote on the same amend
ment taken in Committee of the Whole on February 28, 1930. 

There being no objection the vote was ordered to be inserted 
in the RECORD, as follows : 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the rolL 

Mr. BLEA.SE (when his name was called). Making the same an
nouncement as on the previous vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VANDENBERG (when Mr. CouZENS1S name was called). My col
league the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouZENs] is necessarily 
absent from the Chamber. If present, he would vote "nay." 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I have a pair with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPS]. I transfer that pair to the 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouzENS] and vote "nay." 

Mr. GLENN (when his name was called). On this question I have 
a special pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER], 
who is necessarily absent. If he were present, I understand he would 
vote "nay." If I were permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. NORRIS (when Mr. HowELL1S name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. HowELL] is necessarily absent from 
the Chamber. If he were present, on this question he would vote 
"nay." 

Mr. McKELLAR (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as on the previous vote with reference to my pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. TowNsE~D] and its transfer 
to the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HOWELL], I vote "nay." 

Mr. ODDIE (when his name was called). On this question I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS]. If 
he were present, I understand he would vote "nay." If I were per
mitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. ScHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD's name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would 
vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FEss. On this question I desire to announce that the Senator 

from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] is paired with the Senator from Montana. 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SULLIVAN] is paired with the Sena· 
tor from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] ; 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MOSES] is paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE] ; 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. HEBERT] is paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] ; and 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] is paired with the Sena
tor from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD]. 

If present, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS], the Senator from 
Wy~ming [Mr. SULLIVAN), the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
MosEs], the &.enator from Rhode Island [Mr. HEBERT], and the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] would vote "yea," and the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYD
INGS] the Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE], the Senator from 
Mass~chusetts [Mr. GILLETT], and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD] would vote "nay." 

I also wish to announce the following general pairs : 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator from 

Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] ; 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] with the Senator from North 

Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] ; 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] with the Senator from 

Virginia [Mr. GLASS] ; 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCULLOCH] with the Senator from 

Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] ; and 
The ·Senator from Maine [Mr. GouLD] with the Senator from Utah 

[Mr. KL~G]. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the junior Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING] is necessarily detained from the- Senate by illness. 
1 also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator from 

Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
R:mJID], who are delegates from the United States to the Naval Arms 
Conference meeting in London, England. 
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The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 39, as follows: 
Yeas, 27: Messrs. Allen, Baird, Bratton, Broussard, Capper, Caraway, 

Connally, Cutting, Fess, Gofl', Goldsborough, Grundy, Hastings, Hat
field, Johnson, Jones, Kean, Patterson, Pine, Ransdell, Robsion of Ken
tucky, Sheppard, Shortridge, Steiwer, Thomas of Oklahoma, Waterman, 
and Watson. 

Nays, 39: Messrs. Ashurst, Barkley, Black, Blaine, Borah, Brock, 
Copeland, Dale, Dill, Fletcher, Frazier, George, Hale, Harris, Harrison, 
Hawes, Hayden, Heflin, Keyes, La Follette, McKellar, McMaster, Met
calf, Norbeck, Norris, Nye, Pittman, Robinson of Indiana, Schall, Smith, 
Smoot, Steck, Stephens, Swanson, Trammell, Vandenberg, Walcott, 
Walsh of Massachusetts, and Walsh of Montana. 

Not voting, 30 : Messrs. Bingham, Blease, Brookhart, Couzens, Deneen, 
Gillett, Glass, Glenn, Gould, Greene, Hebert, Howell, Kendrick, King, 
McCulloch, McNary, Moses, Oddie, Overman, Phipps, Reed, Robinson 
of Arkansas, Shipstead, Simmons, Sullivan, Thomas of Idaho, Town
send, Tydings, Wagner, and Wheeler. 

So the amendment of Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House bad agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9979) making appropriations to supply urgent de
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1930, and prior fiscal years, to provide urgent supple
mental appropriations for the fiscal years ell_ding June 30, 1930, 
and June 30, 1931, and for other purposes; that the House re
ceded from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 19, 27, 49, and 50 to the said bill and - concurred 
therein, and that the House insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 23, 46, and 47. 

DEFICIENCY .APPROPIUATIONS-cONFERENCE REPORT 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the action of the House of Representatives on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9979) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appro
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior 
fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and June 30, 1931, and for 
other purposes, which will be read. -

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF RmPRESENTATIVES, 

March 19, 1980. 
Resolved, That the House agrees to the report of the committee of 

conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amen<!
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9!>79) entitled, "An act making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior fiscal years, to provide 
urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other purposes." 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

March 19, 1930. 
Resol·ved;- That the House recede from its disagreement to the 

amendments of the Senate Nos. 19, 27, 49, and 50 to the bill (H. R. 
9979) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior 
flscal years, to provide urgent supplemental appropriations for the 
fiscal years ending June 30, 1-;}30, and June 30, 1931, and for other 
purposes, and concur therein. 

That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate Nos. 23, 46, and 47. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. McMASTER] bas entered a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to. I am not dis
posed to take advantage of any technical objection that I might 
raise and therefore I am ready to have the matter disposed of 
so we can get the bill through as quickly as possible. 

Mr. McMASTER. The object of making the motion for a 
reconsideration involves an item of $1,100,000 appropriated for 
educational purposes for the Indian children. We are ask,ing 
for a reconsideration not for the purpose of increasing the 
appropriation, but for the purpose of a redistribution of the 
appropriation itself in order that we may maintain decent food 
standards and clothing standards for the Indian cb,ildren of the 
country. 

On June 18, 1929, the President of the United States, I am 
informed, appointed a commission composed of Dr. l\Iarshall 
C. Guthrie, medical director of the Indian Bureau,; Dr. Edith 
Hawley, of the Bureau of Home Economics of the Department 
of Agriculture; Dr. Frances Rothert, of the Childrens' Bureau; 
and Dr. E. Blanche Sterling, of the United States Public 
Health Service. This commission, after its investigation., de
clared that a minimum health subsisteuce ration for Indian 

children in boarding schools would cost 39.1 cents a day whole
sale. This figure was pared down by the Indian Bureau to 37.8 
cents a day, and President Hoover, in December, asked Con
gress for appropriations to provide food immediately for every 
Indian boarding school in the amount of 37.8 cents a day. 
President Hoover in December asked the Congress for an ap
propriation to provide food immediately for the Indian children 
based upon that figure. He also recommended that the clothing 
appropriation should be increased from the amount of $22 per 
capita per year to $44 per capita per year. 

The Senate Appropriations Committee recommended for food 
for these children the sum of $480,000. That would have main
tained the standard recommended by the President's commis
sion. The conference committee pared that amount down to 
$195,000. The Senate Appropriations Committee recommended 
$200,000 for clothing, and the conference committee pared that 
amount down to $50,000. That is a great reduction from the 
recommendations made by the President's commission which 
was appointed for the purpose of investigating this question. 
I can not see any reason why these amounts should be pared 
down and then the sums appropriated for equipment and live
stock. The appropriation for equipment and livestock was in
creased from $350,000 to $565,000, taking that additional sum 
from the food and clothing that should go to these Indian. 
children. 

The case is so clear that it seems to me the Senate ought 
to reconsider the vote by which the report was adopted and 
give ·to these Indian children the food and clothing to which 
they are entitled in the amount which was recommended by 
the President's commission. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the conferees have agreed upon 
the identical item which the House approved, and that is in 
the amount of $1,100,000. In the House the money was not 
distributed. The Senate Appropriations Committee reported 
a distribution of $1,100,000 and in the conference I think we 
have made a very good distribution ·under all the circumstances. 
We want to get -the bill through as quickly as possible. 'rhere 
are some important developments that will have to stop unless 
we do. 

This is a deficiency bill. We will have the general Interior 
Department appropriation bill before us shortly that takes care 
of the Indians. If an adequate provision bas not been made 
in this bill we can make it in that bill. The appropriation in 
this bill continues over not only through the rest of-this fiscal 
year but during the next fiscal year. We can supplement _that 
and take care of conditions that may be necessary in the 
Interior Department appropriation bill. 

Let me call attention to the amount which bas been distrib
uted. Of the $1,100,000 there is $435,000 for subsistence ; that 
is, there is $195,000 in one item, $40,000 in another, and $50,000 
in another. The amount for dairy herds bas been increased 
to $150,000 and that is the same as subsistence. As a matter 
of fact, that is where we have taken care of the children in 
that way. Out of the total amount of $1,100,000, the amount of 
$435,000 is distributed for subsistence. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator inform 
the Senate why the Senate Appropriations Committee in com
pliance with the President's recommendation appropria_ted $480,-
000 for food for children and why that amount was cut to 
$195,000 in conference? 

Mr. JONES. It is not cut to $195,000. It is practically 
placed at $435,000, just as I have stated. 

Furthermore, it must be realized that in conference there 
must be concessions on both sides. Concessions were made on 
both sides in this case. I think we have made a pretty liberal 
distribution of the $1,100,000 under all the circumstances. As 
I said, if that does not take care of the future, it can be dealt 
with in the regular 1931 appropriation bill for the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. COPELAND. Is it true that from this sum which we 

set aside for food and clothing a very large sum was taken 
out for equipment and livestock, about $215,000? The thing I 
have in mind is a diversion of funds which we thought in the 
Committee on Appropriations we were voting for the food of 
these children and for their clothing. Was that reduced in a 
way to put it into some material things rather than the life 
and welfare of these youngsters? 

Mr. JONES. Quite the contrary to the last suggestion of the 
Senator with reference to the welfare of the children. There is 
a difference of opinion among the individuals as to what is most 
important for us to do now, whether it is to furnish a very 
largely increased amount for clothing and for subsL<rtence, or 
whether a smaller amount should go for equipment for the 
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various schools throughout -the country that will relieve the 
children from a great deal of hard labor and hard work and 
give them more time and furnish more facilities for their edu
cation. There is a difference of opinion with reference to the 
relative merits of the propositions. We have secured a large 
increase for subsistence ; we have secured a considerable 
amount for equipment and furniture. There is very poor fur
niture in many of the Indian schools throughout the country. 
They ought to have reasonably good furniture. There is very 
poor equipment in many of the schools. Much of the time. of 
many of the children is taken up in really hard work which 
they ought to have for educational purposes. This will be taken 
care of by the equipment, the up-to-date machinery, especially 
along the lines of laundry equipment and things like that. 

I will say frankly to the Senator that my ·personal opinion 
was that they could do a great deal of this work, and that it 
would really be better for them to do it, and that the first con
sideration should be food and nourishment. There is a very 
considerable increase for that purpose, and if it is not sufficient, 
as I believe it is not for the future, it can be taken care of in 
the regular Interior Department appropriation bill that deals 
regularly in 1931 with this very matter. This is a deficiency 
bill that ordinarily would carry the appropriations along to 
June, 1930. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this is simply a bill to take 
care of them until the regular appropriation is made? 

Mr. JONES. That is really what is expected, but we con
tinue on into the next year whatever is not used in this year. 

Mr. SWANSON. The deficiency bill makes an appropriation 
to take care of the immediate situation, and after it is made 
it can be extended and continued until the next year, as I 
understand is done in this bill. In the general legislation, if 
we think they need more, we can give it to them at that time. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Washington yield further? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. McMASTER. The statement to the effect that this is an 

emergency appropriation just to cover the present emergency-
Mr. JONES. I think I said it is a deficiency measure. 
Mr. McMASTER. Very well; but I want to explain the 

situation. The $480,000 for food is not in the sense of an emer
gency except in that it is an increase of the standards of food 
for these children during the balance of this fiscal year and the 

. next fiscal year. That is the object of the increased appro
priation. The conference committee have taken the $480,000, 
which the Senate Appropriations Committee recommended for 
that purpose in order to elevate the food and clothing to a 
proper standard and have deducted $215,000 from the food re
quirements and' from the clothing requirements and added it 
to the item for equipment. That is what has been done. It is 
an unfair thing to do. These children ought to receive the 
standards of food and the standards of clothing ·that were 
recommended by the comm.iSsion appointed by the President. 
It would only take a short time to correct the situation. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 1 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. BRATTON. I understand it is contemplated to add to 

the dairy herds for the various schools. Is that catalogued as 
equipment and would they be purchased out of the $215,000 
shifted from food and clothing to equipment? 
. Mr. JONES. That is taken out of the $585,000 which is esti

mated by the department for equipment, furniture, and dairy 
herds. Out of that it was figured by the department that there 
would be about $94,000 for dairy herds. We have increased 
that to $150,000. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, the only contention is 
that the conference committee did not allow enough for food 
and clothing? 

Mr. JONES. I suppose that is the complaint. 
Mr. SWANSON. The sum of $250,000 would certainly take 

care of all demands for food and clothing until the regular 
appropriation bill ca,n be passed relating to the Interior De
partment. 

Mr . .JONES. With reference to clothing, the Senate provided 
$100,000. 

Mr. McMASTER. No; $200,000, and that met the require
ments of the recommendations of the President's commission. 

Mr. JONES. I do not know whether it met the require
ments of the President's commission or not. The amount in 
the distribution as provided in the Honse was $30,000. That 

· . has been increased to $50,000 for clothing. This is the reason 
for it. ·This is the season of the year where generally on these 
reservations they do not need very expensive clothing, they 
do not need winter clothing or anything of that kind, and it was 
thought that $50,000 would be sufficient, at least as a deficiency 

measure, until the regular appropriation takes effect and is 
made available.-

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. If anyone can complain about the reduction 

in the amount allotted fo_r clothing, I can. It was -on my motion 
that the item was increased to $200,000 by vote of the Senate. 
The conferees reduced the amount to $50,000; but the chairman 
assures us-and I must take his word for it, because it sounds 
so sane and so logical and so reasonable--that $50,000 is sufficient 
to take care of the immediate clothing needs of the Indians; 
that the regular Indian appropriation will come along a little 
later, and if more money shall be needed for clothing it can 
be provided for in that measure. So, for my part, I am 
willing to vote to approve the conference report and let this 
deficiency bill become a law. 

Mr. McMASTER. Then the Senator is willing to decrease the 
standards of food for the Indian children? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Not at all. Let us finish up with the clothing 
item first. The clothing item was $200,000 as passed by the 
Senate. This bill appropriates $50,000. If, upon investigation, 
it shall be determined by the Committee on Appropriations 
that more money is needed, the committee will amend the Inte
rior Department appropriation bill and provide in that bill for 
the necessary amount, so that no Indi~ child will be without 
clothing next winter. We can take care of the clothing question 
completely. 

Now as to the food item. I think one of the finest things 
there is in this measure is the $150,000 for the purchase of 
dairy cattl~. Nothing is better fo.r the Indian children than 
fresh milk, and we propose to purchase fo;r every Indian board
ing school, where it is possible, as many fine dairy cows as may 
be needed, which will furnish the children with fresh milk. 

There was no such provision at all as that in the President's 
Budget estimate ; it is a new idea sponsored by Representative 
CRAMTON in the House, and I think is one of the best proposals 
that have been made. Nothing can be better for the Indian 
children than fresh milk. We have provided for a dairy herd 
for every one of those schools. So when it is said that we have 
deducted from the food item, it certainly ought to be admitted 
that there has .been added $150,000. 

.Mr. McMASTER. ~ to the food increase represented by the 
dairy herd that is going to be purchased-and there can not be 
any great number purchased in 60 days--it will increase the 
value of the food allowance to these children by 2 cents a 
day; and we will not, in this appropriation bill, come anywhere 
near the requirement of an allowance of 37% cents a day for the 
Indian children. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
I will say that the entire matter can be threshed out when we 
come to consider the Interior Department appropriation bill, 
and, therefore, I do not feel justified in voting against the 
adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I do not feel that we have pro
vided as much money as may be necessary in this deficiency 
bill; I know that we have not brought the per capita amount 
for the children up to where, in my judgment, it ought to be, 
but we have increased it over what it is now, and we have made 
a considerable increase, though not, as I have said, all that 
should be made; but, as has been said, that can ,all be taken ' 
care of, and I have no doubt will be taken care of, for the . next 
fiscal year in the regular appropriation bill. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr . .JONES. I yield to the Senator from New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, what is known as the 

Hoover standard of feeding would cost 37.8 cents a day. 
Mr: JONES. That is correct. 
Mr. COPELAND. And when we voted this money down

stairs we thought that we were giving these youngsters 37.8 
cents a day. These children are now fed, these wards of the 
Government, at 20 cents a day. That is outrageous. 

Mr. JONES. It is 27 cents a day, in practice. 
Mr. COPELAND. Very we1l; 27 cents a day; that is just a 

little less outrageous. We had provided by our appropriation . 
that for the 80 days that remain before the fiscal year ends,
for the balance of the year, the Indian children would have 
37.8 cents a day for food. That has been cut down now. to 
$195,000 from the amount we had proposed of $480,000, which 
will give these youngsters--

Mr. JONES. There are $150,000 which will go to this item. 
Mr. COPELAND. Very well. That will give it to them for 

47 days during which they can have the full allowance, but 
for the ~est of the time they will have nothing more than what 
they have at present. 
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Mr. JONES. That may be taken care of in the x-egular 

. appropriation bill for the next fiscal year. Let me say to the 
Sena tor we have not done everything that some of us would 
like to have done, but the Senator knows that in conference 
between the two Houses there have to be concessions made, 
a:nd we were more easily led, probably, to make some concessions 
because of the fact tha t the regular Interior Department appro
priation bill will come up in two or three months and that will 
take care of the situation for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senate committee added $1,370,000, 
was it not? · 

Mr. JONES. No; it was $270,000. 
Mr. COPELAND. We added it for a specific purpose. 
1\fr. JONES. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAI\TD. And we added it to increase these welfare 

items; that is what we did it for. In conference that money 
has been taken away, but provision has been made for dairy 
herds, of which the Senator from Arizona has spoken-and l 
approve of that; that is all right-- • 

Mr. J ONES. And then there is the labor-saving machinery. 
Mr. COPELAND. Yes, machinery; and rosewood caskets. 
l\fr. JONIDS. I want to say the testimony before the commit-

tee shows that they need furniture, and they need it very badly. 
They have to have reasonable accommodations of that kind. 
As I ha,ve said also, a considerable portion of the appropriation 
is to furnish them with labor-saving machinery. 

There is a -very decided difference of opinion as to what 
should be done along this line. Personally, I think the Indian 
children should do a little more work than others perhaps think 
they should do. This is all I care to say_ in reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Washington yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. SWANSON. Is the question on agreeing to the con

ference report or on a motion to reconsider the whole bill? 
Mr. JONES. The question now is, as I understand it, on the 

motion to reconsider the adoption of the conference report as to 
the whole bill Toon, there will come up again the question 
of sending the bill .back to conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Just a moment. Is the 
Senator from Washington referxing to the motion entered by 
the Senator from South Dakota earlier in the day? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion has no stand

ing before the Senate. 
Mr. JONES. I said I did not propose to make any objection 

to the motion. 
The ·PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whether the Senator from 

Washington makes any technical objection or not, it is the 
business of the Chair to enforce the rule, and under Rule XIII 
the motion of the Senator from South Dakota can not be enter
tained, because it does not carry a certain feature which the 

. rule makes necessary. In the meantime the papers have come 
back to the Senate in perfectly regular order, and, therefore, 
the only thing that can be done is for a motion to adopt the 
conference report as presented or for a motion to be entered 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments and ask for a 
further conference with the House~ 

Mr. McMASTER. That is the motion I make at the present 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is now made 
bY. the Senator from South Dakota and may be regarded as 
pending. 

M1·. JONES. May I ask what the effect of that motion is? 
As I understand, we have adopted the conference report ; the 
House has agreed to the conference report, and the only dif
ference at issue between the two Houses is the three amend
ments I have indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
perfectly. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator moves that the Senate insist upon 
i ts amendments and ask for a further conference. That is 
exactly what I was going to do. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I understand that if a mo
tion to agree to the conference report shall be agreed to, that 
settles the matter. As to the amendments still in disagreement, 
then a motion could be made to insist on those amendments, and 
ask for a further conference with the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct. 
Mr. JONES. And the Chair to appoint the conferees on the 

part of the Senate. 
Mr. SWANSON. Yes. 

LXXII--------353 
I 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, in the original Budget sent 
from the Indian Bureau and approved by the Budget B_ureau, 
as I understand, was an item f01: dairy cows, and there was an 
item in the so-called President's recommendation for dairy 
cows. 

Mr. JONES. I think there was an item of $94,000. 
l\Ir. FRAZIER. Of $94,000, which was increased by the Sen

ate on this bill, and that is all very well, but the situation is 
this, Mr. President--

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken. If 
he will look at the Budget estimate he will find that there was 
nothing estimated for dairy cows, but that in the House bill 
there was $94,000 for that purpose originally. 

Mr. FRAZIER. In the estimate that was made by Mr. 
Rhoads, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, there was included 
$94,000 in his recommendation to the House committee. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; but the Senator is speaking of the 
Budget estimate submitted by the President. That Budget esti
mate was ab olutely silent on the subject of cows. A proposal 
to buy dairy cattle was raised afterwards by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs before the House committee. If the Senator 
will look at the Budget he will find that I am correct. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I recall the statement of the commis
sioner himself,- it was that the President sent an estimate for 
dairy cows and that the amount approved by the President was 
$94,000. 

Mr~ HAYDEN. I have taken the trouble to look at the Bud
get, and it is not there. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I have not the report of the committee before 
me, but that can be settled afterwards. At any -rate, Mr. Presi· 
dent, the situation is this: At the present time the Indian chil
dren at the boarding schools are being fed on 20 cents a day; 
not 27 cents a day, as the Senator fuom Washington stated a 
moment ago, but 20 cents a day. 

Mr. JONES. There must be, then, a conflict in the testimony 
by those in authority, because some of the officials of the de
partment said Z1 cents and a zyaction. 

Mr. FRAZIER. That was what they expected in the future 
under the new bill, but at the present time it is only 20 cents 
a day. As the Senator from New York has said, if this appro
priation goes through, adding $195,000 to what is now available, 
it will can-y them for the 47 of the 80 days remaining of this 
school year, and for the remainder of the 80 days, or 33 days, 
they would have to fall back on 20 cents a day. The regular 
appropriation is for 1931, and that will not go into effect until 
after the school year is closed. 

Mr. JONES. A great many of the schools will close before 
the 1st of July and the children will go home. 

Mr. FRAZIER. They will close about the middle of June, 
but that iB 80 days away. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the Senator from North 
Dakota will yield, he realizes, of course, that Congress appro
priates money for the support and maintenance of the Indian 
schools in a lump sum for each boarding school and that 
if the money is expended for food it can not be expended for 
furnitur-e or for some other purpose. If, upon the other hand, 
Congress should appropriate money for furniture or fixtures 
and that money is made immediately available, as it is in this 
bill, that would release an equivalent amount of their regular 
appropriation for food. So it does not necessarily follow that 
because the food allowance has been decreased below the 
Budget estimate and the amount for furniture equipment has 
been increased that the food allowance is reduced by that 
amount, because by appropriating for the furniture school 
funds that they normally would have for that purpose are 
released for food. 

In other words, if the lump sum appropriated to each school 
is for maintenance, it can be shifted from one purpose to the 
other very readily. 

Mr. FRAZIER. But the Comptroller General, as I under
stand, is very particular about the allocation of funds, and 
when there is a specific appropriation, such as there is in this 
bill, it has got to be expended for the purpose specified. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I understand that, but there is available in 
each Indian boarding school now a lump sum for the support of 
that school, which is divided into food, and clothing, and furni
ture, and so on. If a part of this money is used for any one of 
those purposes, it automatically makes available- other money 
for food, so that it does not paint a true picture to say the 
figures that are contained in this particular item in this defi
ciency bill tell the whole story, because that is not_so. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the way the appropriation is -
carried in the Interior Department bill, as figured out by the 
Indian Department, as I recall, the best they can do, according 
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to their own statement, will only give them 32 and a fraction 
cents a day for the school year for 1931 under that bilL 
That is below the minimum that has been recommended by the 
food expert. 

Mr. JONES. May I suggest to the Senator that that bill has 
not been acted upon by the Senate committee as yet, but has 
just passed the House? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I appreciate that. 
Mr. JONES. And the Senate committee, of course, can do 

whatever it thinks proper. 
:Mr. FRAZIER. I want to serve notice that, whether or not 

we get any more on this deficiency bill, several members of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs are going to take that matter up 
when the Interior Department bill shall come before the Com
mittee on Appropriations and urge larger appropriations for 
1931. For the rest of this year, however, we are going to be 
away short of what we should have if the matter is to be allowed 
to stand as it is. There is no escape from it. I can not see 
any possible chance of bringing the food allowance up to 37.8 
cents per day, the minimum that was agreed upon by this board 
of experts; and that, in my estimation, is altogether too low. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, as I understand, the ques
tion now before us is whether or not the items in disagreement 
shall go back to the conference committee for further confer
ence ; and this is one of the items in disagreement. 

Mr. FRAZIER. No; this food-supply proposition is n()t in 
disagreement between the two Houses. Both Houses have ap
proved it. 

:Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But I do understand that 
there are three items that are in disagreement, and that the 
chairman of the committee recommends to the Senate that we 
send the bill back to conference f()r further discussion about 
those items. 

Mr. JONES. Yes. Porto Rico, the Boston building, and the 
Denver building a.re in disagreement; and the m()tion now is to 
insist upon our amendments and ask for a fUrther conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees. 

Mr. BRATTON. Is the Porto Rican amendment the hurricane 
relief amendment? · 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am very much pleased to 

hear it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from South Dakota. Of course, there is some 
question about the paternity of the motion; but the Chair is 
attributing it to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. JONES. That is all right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem'pore. The Chair will hold that the 

Senator from South Dakota will have priority in making it. 
l\Ir. SWANSON. His moti()n was to disagree. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion, as the Chair 

understands it, is that the Senate insist upon its disagreement 
and ask for a further conference with the House, the Chair to 
appoint the conferees. 

Mr. SWANSON. But have we adopted the conference report? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore: That was adopted before; 

and the Senator from South Dakota having failed in entering 
his motion to demand the return of the papers, we can not con
sider it here. 

Mr. McMASTER. I did make that notation when I made 
the motion. First, I asked unanimous consent for those two 
purposes--one to reconsider the motion and the other to recall 
the papers from· the House. 

Mr. JONES. And I objected. The request was objected to 
and no further request was made. 

Mr. McMASTER. Then I entered a motion to that effect. 
Mr. JONES. Yes; the Senator entered a motion to recon

sider-that is all. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the 

Chair was not presiding when the motion was entered ; but the 
memorandum which th-e Chair finds here now does not contain 
the motion or the request. It is on that memorandum alone 
that the Chair has held as he has. 

Me. HAYDEN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry: 
Could the mere giving of notice by one Senator that he intended 
to demand the return of the papers and to m·ove for a recon
sideration result in having the papers brought back from the 
House? The Senate would have to act on it, would it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is entirely manda
tory that there must be a motion for a request for the return 
of the papers, and that motion must be acted upon immediately. 
The language of the rule is : 

Shall be acted upon immediately, and without debate, and if deter
mined in the negative shall be a final disposition of the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. HAYDEN. And the Senate did not act upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the memoran-

dum which the present occupant of the chair finds, they did not. 
Mr. MoMASTER. I now move that they do. 
Mr. FLETCHER. It is too late now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can not be done, be

cause, in proper order, the House has now returned the bill to 
the Senate and discharged its conferees. 

Mr. McMASTER. When were the conferees discharged? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As soon as they sent the 

conference report over here. 
Mr. JONES. This afternoon. 
Mr. McMASTER. This afternoon? After a motion had been 

entered to take care of that matter, then, the Senate disposed 
of a conference report in that manner? 

Mr. JONES. The request for the papers was not acted upon 
by the Senate. It was not submitted to the Senate. 

ThP. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers were not then in 
the p~session of the Senate; and there having been no motion 
to request the return of the papers and an immediate vote upon 
that motion, the present occupant of the chair is compelled to 
hold that the motion which the Senator from South Dakota 
wishes to make can not be entertained. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion which the Chair 
understood the Senator from South Dakota to make, but which 
the Senator from Washington claimed as his; namely, that 
the Senate insist upon its amendments to the three items in dis
agreement and request a further conference with the House, the 
Chair to appoint the conferees. 

Mr. McMASTER. Does that include the Indian school items? 
Mr. JONES. No; they have been agreed to by both Houses. 
Mr. McMASTER. I move to amend that motion by including 

the Indian school items. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I make the point of order that that can not 

be done. 
Mr. JONES. That can not be included. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arizona 

will state his point of order. 
Mr. HAYDEN. The point of order is that the House and the 

Senate both having approved the conference report upon these 
Indian items, they are no longer in dispute between the two 
bodies, and that it is not in order to make the motion tendered 
by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds the point of 
order to be well taken. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp()re. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. McMASTER. Do I understand that when a conference 

report has been adopted, within three days no motion can be 
made to reconsider the adoption of that report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; but when the motion is 
made it must be accompanied with a mandatory motion to re
quest the return of the papers, and the vote must be had on that 
immediately. 

Mr. 1\foMASTER. l\Iy first request to-day was for unanimous 
consent that the Senate reconsider that matter, and that the 
papers be recalled from the House ; and the unanimous consent 
was objected to by the Senator from Washington. Then I im
mediately entered a motion to that effect, covering both of those 
subjects. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the Chair propound an 
inquiry to the Senator from South Dakota. Who was occupying 
the chair at that time? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Vice President. 
Mr. McMASTER. I think the Vice President was occupying 

the chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whoever was occupying the 

chair at that moment left no memorandum here covering the 
motion of the Senator. 

Mr. 1\IcMASTER. It was the duty of the clerk to have left 
a memorandum. The Chair does not leave a memorandum to 
that effect. 

Mr. JONES. The motion to have the papers brought back 
should have been submitted at once. 

Mr. SWANSON. And vote<l on immediately. 
Mr. JONES. And voted on. 
1\Ir. SWANSON. It was not submitted. We can not wait . 

until the House takes action. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of 

the Chair holds that the motion can not be entertained. The 
only motion that can be entertained now is for the Senate to 
recede from its amendments, or to insist upon its amendments 
and ask a further conference; and the latter motion has been 
made, and is now pending. 
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Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President,_ I will say this much. I 

knew that there pr obably would be some technical difficulties 
in connection with th is matter. I went to our parliamentarian 
and had him go fully over the situation, and I followed his in
structions to the letter. Now, I find that I have been jockeyed 
out of the whole deal in some way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate at the further 
conference with the House of Representatives Mr. JoNES, Mr. 
HALE, Mr. PHIPPS, Mr. OVE&MAN, and 1\fr. GLASS~ 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) 

to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, 
to encourage the industries of the United States, to protect 
American labor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

I may say that this amendment is identical in language with 
the Thomas amendment as modified by the Pittman amendment, 
except that it provides for a duty of 50 cents per barrel on 
crude or fuel oil, and 25 per cent ad valorem on oil products. 
That is the only change in the amendment. 

1\Ir. GOFF. Mr. P:iesident, does the amendment now offered 
by the senior Senator from Oklahoma make any provision as to 
the disposition of the tariff which may be impqsed on oil? 

Mr. PINE. It goes into a special fund, and is appropriated 
for expenditure on the roads, the same as in the other 
amendment. 

Mr. GOFF. And that is the same provision that was in
cluded in the original amendment offered by the junior Senator 
from Oklahoma [1\fr. THOMAS]? 

1\Ir. PINE. It is the same provision. 
I desire to say that it costs 18 cents per barrel to produce oil 

in Venezuela. It costs $1.70 per barrel to produce oil in the 
States of Oklahoma and Texas. The difference is $1.52 per 
barrel. In this amendment we ask for a tariff of 50 cents per 
barrel. 

This Government has adopted the policy of protection. The 
independent producers ask for a rate equal to one-third of the 
difference in the cost of producing oil in th' United States and 
Venezuela. 

There has been considerable confusion in regard to what is 
involved in this matter. We have found the friends of the peo
ple here voting for a monopoly. The letter that was read here 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE], directed to John 
Simpson, of Oklahoma, was in response to a telegram from John 
Simpson to the Senator from Wisconsin. In that telegram Mr. 
Simpson expressed his surprise that the Senator from Wiscon
sin should be found working in the interest of monopoly. John 
Simpson is the president of the Farmers' Union of the State of 
Oklahoma, and he has been president of that organization for 
14 years. · 

These independent producers are entitled to a tariff of $1 
per barrel on their oil. Common honesty demands it. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment. 
Mr. PINE's amendment was, on page 35, after line 2, to 

insert the following: 
PAR. 99. (a) Crude petroleum, and fuel petroleum, 50 cents per barrel 

of 42 gallons. 
(b) Petroieum products : Kerosene, benzine, naphtha; gasoline, paraffin, 

paraffin oil, and all other distillates, derivatives, or refined products of 
petroleum, 25 per cent ad valorem. The ad valorem rate provided in 
this subparagraph shall be based upon the American selling price (as 
defined in subdivision (f), as amended, of section 402, title 4) of any 
similar collli>etitive article manufactured or produced in the United 
States. If there is no similar competitive article manufactured or pro
duced in the United States, then the ad valorem rate shall be based 
upon the United States value, as defined in subdivision (d), as amended, 
of section 402, title 4. For the purposes of this subparagraph any 
petroleum product provided for herein shall be considered similar to or 
competitive with any imported petroleum product which accomplishes 
results substantially equal to those accomplished by the domestic prod
uct when used in substantially the same manner: Provided, That all 
funds derived from the tariffs upon petroleum and the refined products 
of petroleum as provided by this paragraph shall be covered into a special 
fund for appropriation, and expenditure by the Secretary of Agriculture 
under the Federal highway aid act and the amendments thereto and 
the rules and regulations made thereunder : Anct providea further, That 
the United States Tariff Commission is hereby authorized and directed 
to investigate the domestic and foreign costs of production of petroleum 
and petroleum products ; to prepare and file reports of such investiga
tions, and to prepare. and submit recommendatio.ns concerning duties 

thereon as in this act provided ; to keep a continuous file of the posted 
price of crude petroleum and the retail price of gasoline; and -fo make 
findings as to the average posted market price of crude petroleum at the 
place of production, and also of the retail price of gasoline at service 
stations at such principal markets for such gasoline as said Tariff Com
mission may select : And provided. further, That no duty shall be col
lected or charged on crude petroleum or fuel petroleum during such 
periods as the average posted market price, as found by said Tariff Com
mission, or Texas and Oklahoma crude petroleum of a gravity of 36° 
B., taken at a temperature of 60° F., shall be· in •excess of $1.50 
per barrel at place of production: And prov id-ed turthet·, That no duty 
shall be collected or charged upon the petroleum products set forth in 
subparagraph (b) hereof during such periods as the average retail 
service-station price, as found by said Tariff Commission; of standard 
unmixed gasoline in New York City, N. Y., shall be in excess of 20 
cents per gallon, exclusive of any gasoline tax collected from the 
purchasers. 

On page 265, strike out lines 3 to 6, inclusive, being paragraph 1734. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. PINE]. On 
that amendment the yeas and nays have been demanded. Is 

·the demand seconded? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I make the point of no quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Goff McCulloch 
Ashurst Goldsborough McMaster 
Baird Hale McNary 
Barkley Harris Metcalf 
Black Harrison Moses 
Blaine Hatfield Norbeck 
Borah Hawes Nor ris 
Bratton Hayden Nye 
Broussard Hebert Oddie 
Capper Heflin P ine 
Connally Howell Pittman 
Copeland Johnson Ransdell 
Dill Jones Robinson, Ind. 
Fess Kean Schall 
Fletcher Kendrick Sheppard 
Frazier Keyes Shortridge 
George La Follette Simmons 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-eight 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

·Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Senators having 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. PINE]. 

Mr. PITTMAN. As I understand the amendment now offered 
by the Se:nator from Oklahoma, it is to reduce the tariff 50 cents 
a barrel. Is that correct? 

Mr. PINE. That is correct. 
Mr. PITTMAN. But it still carries the limitation of $2? 
Mr. PINE. Yes. 
Mr. PITTM:AN. I think, in order to make it conform, the $2 

should be changed to $1.50; that is, that whenever the price 
reaches $1.50 a barrel, the duty shall be removed. I therefore 
offer an amendment to change the "$2" to" $1.50." 

Mr. PINE. I accept the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ·The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment as modified. 
Mr. PITT1\1AN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. VANDENBERG (when Mr. CoUZENs's name was called). 

My colleague the .senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouzENs] 
is unavoidably absent. If present, he would vote "nay." 

1\fr. DILL (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. RoBSION]. I withhold 
my vote. · 

Mr. FESS (wP,en his name was called). On this vote I have 
a pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
SIMMONS]. Were he present he would vote "nay"; and if I 
were permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. FESS (when Mr. RoBSION's name was called). I have 
been requested to announce that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. RoBSION] is paired with the Senator from Washington 
[1\fr. DILL]. If the Senator from Kentucky were present, he 
would vote" yea." 

Mr. LA. FOLLE'ITE (when Mr. SHIPSTElAD's name was 
called). The senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] 
is paired with the junior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
GUTTING]. If the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIP
sTEAD] were present, he would vote "nay," and the junio.r 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CUTTING], if present and voting, 
would vote "yea." 

::Ur. STEPHENS (when his name was called). On this vote 
I have a pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [M.r. GLENN]. 
Therefore, I. withheld my vote. 
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Mr .. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 

with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BROCK]. Being 
unable to secure a transfer, I withhold my vote. If the Senator 
from Tennessee were present and voting, he would vote " nay " ; 
and if I were permitted to vote, I would vote " yea." 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On 
thi. vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [l\lr. 
BROOKHART]. If he were present, he would vote " nay " ; and if 
I were peimified to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when hi-s name was called). On this vote 
I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. 1\Ic:.KELLAR]. I understand that if he were present he 
would vote "nay," and if I were permitted to vote, I would 
vote " yea." . 

1\Ir. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair ·with the senior Senator from South Carolina [l\Ir. SMITH]. 
I am unable to secure a transfer, and therefore can not vote. I 
am told that if the senior Senator from South Carolina were 
present he would vote "nay." If I were permitted to vote, I 
would vote " yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs : 
The Senator from · Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] with the Senator 

from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN]; 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING]; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON]. 
The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] with 

the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLASs]. 
I also desire to announce the following pairs on this question : 
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS] with the Sen

ator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]; 
The Senator from Missouri [1\'lr. PATTERSON] with the Sen

ator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] ; and 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] with the Sen

ator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS]. 
If present and voting, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 

HASTINGS], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. PATTERSON], and 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] would vote 
"yea," and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLmT], the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAG ER], and the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] would vote "nay." 

1\fr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). Upon 
this question I have a pair with the senior Senator from Colo
rado [Mr. PHIPPS]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BLEABE], and allow my vote to stand. 

1\Ir. CARAWAY. Making the same statement with refer
ence to my pair, I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I 
would vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 28, nays 32, as follows : 

Allen 
Bairn 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Capper 
Connally 
Goff 

Ashurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Borah 
Copeland 
Fletcher 
Frazier 

YEAS-28 
Goldsborough 
Hale 
Hatfield 
Hebert 
Johnson. 
Jones 
Kean 

Kendrick 
Keyes 
McCulloch 
McNary 
Moses 
Oddie 
Pine 

NA.YS-32 
George McMaster 
Harris Metcalf 
Harrison Norbeck 
Hawes Norris 
Hayden Nye 
Heflin Robinson, Ind. 
Howell Schall 
La Follette Smoot 

NOT VOTING-3G 

Pittman 
Ransdell 
Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Okla. 
Waterman 

Steck 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Bingham Dill King • Simmons 
Blease Fess McKellar Smith 
Brock Gillett Overman Stephens 
Brookhart Glass Patter on Sullivan 
Caraway Glenn Phipps Thomas, Idaho 
Couzens Gould Reed Townsend 
Cutting Greene Robinson, Ark. Tydin.gs 
Dale Grundy Robsion, Ky. Wagner 
Deneen Ilastings Shipstead Watson 

So 1\Ir. PINE's amendment as modified was rejected. 
Mr. PITTMAN. 1\Ir. President, I do not know whether we 

are to take up the bill by schedules or not. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senate has refused to do that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate refused to enter into 

an agreement proposing that course, but the Chair suggests 
that it would be well to follow that plan. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. I shall not 
take over 10 minutes in discussing it. If I can have 10 minutes, 
I will submit the matter to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment be reported. 

The LIOOISLATIVE CLERK. On page 116, line 2, the Senator 
from Nevada proposes to insert the following: 

PAR. 394lf.a. Silver-bearing ores and mattes of all kinds, 30 cents 
per ounce on the silver contained therein: Provided,, That on all im
portations of silver-bearing ores and mattes of all kinds the duties 
shall be estimated at the port of entry and a bond given i.n double 
the amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of the 
ores or mattes by common carriers bonded for the transportation of 
appraised or unappraised merchandise to properly equipped samplt:lg 
or smelting establishments, whether designated as bonded warehouses 
or otherwise. On the arrival of the ores or mattes at such establish
ments they shall be sampled according to commercial methods under 
the supervision of Government officers, who shall be stationed at such 
establishments, and who shall submit the samples thus obtained to a 
Government assayer, designated by the Se-Cretary ·of the Treasury, who 
shall make a proper assay of the sample and report the result to the 
proper customs officers, and the import entries shall be liquidated 
thereon. And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make all 
necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this paragraph. 

PAn.. -. Silver bullion or base bullion, silver dross, reclaimed silver, 
scrap silver, all alloys or combinations of silver not specially provided 
for, 30 cents per ounce on the silver contained therein : Pt·ovi-d.ed, That 
this paragraph shall not apply to minted coins of the United States, 
or circulating minted coins ot a foreign Government i.n the possession 
of an individual not in excess of $100 in exchange value. 

PAR. -. Silver-bearing ores, mattes, base bullion, silver dross, re
claimed silver, scrap silver, and all alloys or combinations of silver 
imported into the United States for the purpose of processing, refining, 
or minting for export to a foreign country and not for use, sale, or 
disposition within the United States or any of its possessions, may 
be imported for such purpose free of duty upon the execution of a bond 
given in double the amount of the estimated duties that would be 
charged upon such silver contents so imported if for use, sale, or 
disposition in the United States, conditioned that such silver contents 
will not be used, sold, or otherwise disposed of in the United States 
prior to export therefrom, and upon further compliance with such 
regulations and guaranties as the Secretary of the Treasury may by 
regulations require. · 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. 
Mr. FESS. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this 

amendment be limited to not more than 10 minutes and that no 
Senator be allowed to speak more than once. 

1\ir. SMOOT. I submitted a similar request, and it was 
objected to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that there is 
already existing a unanimous-consent agreement limiting debate, 
and the item of silver was excepted. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I objected to that. I think I can explain 
the amendment in 15 minutes, unless the time is taken up by 
questions. That was the only reason why I objected, as I said 
before. 

Mr. FESS. May I submit the request, that after the address 
of the Senator fTom Nevada, no Senator shall be permitted to 
speak longer than 10 minutes or more than once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. DILL. I object. 
Mr. PITTMAN. I will agree myself not to speak more than 

15 minutes. Is that the request? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection was made by the Sena· 

tor from Washington to the request of the Senator from Ohio. 
The Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, while this is a long amend
ment, it is long by reason of the fact that it is not intended to 
charge any duty whatever on the importations of silver-bearing 
ores or silver bullion or silver in any other form that comes 
into this country for the purpose of smelting, refining, or mint- · 
ing, and export. It is provided in such case that a bond shall 
be given. In other words, it is the exact language that is used 
in the provision which applies a tariff duty on zinc and lead. 
I do not intend that the smelters or the refiners or the mints 
shall be in any way affected or influenced by this duty. 

We produce in this country 58,000,000 ounces of silver a year, 
in round numbers. We consume 40,000,000 ounces. We im
ported from Mexico last year 77,000,000 ounces of silver. ·we 
imported from South America 18,000,000 ounces of silver. The 
wages in Mexico are $1.21 a day for miners, and that is gen
erally for a 10-hour day. According to the labor reports the 
average wages of miners engaged in the silver mines of the 
United States are $4.79 a day. There is a measure of the dif
ference in the cost of production between Mexico and South 
America on the one hand and the United States on the other 
hand. 

Let us tnke one other measure. Silver in 1913 ,was worth 
60 cents qn ounce. Silver to-day is 40 cents an ounce; so silver 
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bas dropped 33"% per cent in its price since 1913. According, to 
the index number the average of every commodity has increased 
at the present time 3572 per cent. If it is placed on the 
basis of the wages,. then the wages in this country are almost 
four times what they are in Mexico. If it is on the basis of 
maintaining standards, then the standard is that we will have 
to add 80 per cent to the price af silver now to put it on a 
parity with the rest of the commodities in this country. In 
other words, farm products to-day are over 40 pet' cent above 
what they were in 1913, while the average of all products is 
3572 per cent above 1913 prices. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. PITTMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. BORAH. In view · of the fact that the price of silver is 

a world price, that the price of silver is fixed practically every 
day in London, I am at a loss to-understand how the duty which 
the Senator from Nevada proposes to impose will help the 
silver producers in this country. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I must say to the Senator that there is some 
ground for that doubt, but it will prevent dumping. It is to a 
certain extent like wheat, where the world price iB fixed in 
Liverpool. We have attempted through the debenture to cure 
that deplorable condition. In the case of silver we have a 
domestic market for 75 per cent of our production. The Senator 
recollects that several years ago we started in to try to organize 
an export association, the same as we have for copper to-day. 
We found it exceedingly difficult to do that by reason of the 
fact that silver from Mexico was coming into this country free 
of duty, undisturbed and unimpeded. It was coming in from 
South America and from Canada. Finally we gave up the "idea 
that we could put our hands on the silver and control it in any 
way. For instance, the Guggenheim association, the American 
Smelting & Refining Co., and other subsidiaries, produced very 
little silver in the United States, but they produce enormous 
amounts in Mexico, and yet they were to be in the sHver asso
ciation. When the silver ore was brought across the line into 
their smelters and became silver and got into their hands it lost 
its identity, its earmark, and instead of having, as we would 
under this duty, 20,000,000 ounces of exportable silver annually, 
we would have had 134,000,000 ounces of exporta~le silver 
annually. 

There are several thousand miners in the United States pro
ducing silver ore--and when I say "silver ore" I mean ore that 
is chiefly valuable for silver, because lead and silver are mixed. 
While there are several thousand miners engaged in that occu
pation, it is not as difficult to get those · men together as it is to 
get the farmers together in a cooperative association. What I 
hope and what the mine operators' associatioDB through the 
West hope is that we can prevent the dumping of this cheap 
silver into the United States from Mexico and South America, 
and now from India, and thus we can help our domestic pro
ducers. The dumping of silv~r from India is the most serious 
thing we have now to face, and that has come up, I may say, so 
suddenly that the people do not understand it. India dumped 
55,000,000 ounces of silver on the world in 1928. How much she 
dumped in 1929 we have no record of yet, but I think it has 
been fully as much. The whole world production of silver is 
only 256,000,000 ounces, so it can be readily understood what it 
means when there is dumped on the market in addition to the 
ordinary production 55,000,000 ounces more. The rupee is the 
circulating medium in India. They use silver almost exclu
sively for money. Great Britain is determined that they shall 
not use silver for money. 

Great Britain has demonetized silver. They have not only 
demon~tized silver, not as we do in the United States and in 
Mexico and other places, but they are destroying silver. Every 
time a silver rupee comes into a bank in India it is immediately 
sent to the mint and melted up and the silver shipped out of 
the country. It is dumped Qn the market of the world without 
regard to price, because Great Britain would rather throw that 

• silver into the sea than to have it remain in India. 
Her only hope of divorcing the people of India from their 

old money, which they have used from the beginning of time, 
is to get silver out of the country. Before the war, as we all 
know, they taught India to accept paper money and certificates 
redeemable in silver on presentation. The war came on and 
they were unable to redeem, and they came near having a revo
lution. Great Britain came here and got a law passed to allow 
us to melt up our standard silver dollars to give her 200,000,000 
ounces of silver to prevent a revolution in India. She does not 
want that to happen again. She does not believe she can con
trol India until she gets rid of the silver in India. She is put
ting it on the world without regard to the effect on the market. 

It is having a very destructive effect in China and Mexico and 
South America, as it is having on us. In our country it is 
simply breaking the miners. In ~ it is breaking everybody, 

as it is in Mexioo and in South America. I have articles here 
stating that the. de-preciation in the price of wheat and the 
price of cotton is due largely to the condition with reference to 
silver in lndia and China. That situation is not denied. Our 
own commerce reports refer to it. China buys with silver, and 
with nothing else. With the price of silver cut in two, the pur
chasing price of China is cut in two. Not only that but the 
commodities in China have risen by comparison with the fall of 
silver. They have not the money to buy their own food. Their 
purchase of wheat and cotton is bound to be 50 per cent less 
than it was before that depression in silver. It takes two silver 
dollars, and they use silver dollars in China, to buy as much 
wheat to-day as one dollar would buy a year ago. It takes two 
silver dollars to buy as much cotton to-day as one dollar would 
buy a year ago. India is in the same condition. India can not 
buy and South America. can not buy. That is the effect on the 
world. The effect of it is limited. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President-
Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. 
Mr. BORAH. Assuming for the sake of the argument that the 

duty would have some effect on the price of silver, upon whom 
would fall the result of that duty and who would be affected 
by the higher price? 

Mr. PITTMANP Two classes of people, in a large measure. 
About one-fourth of the extra cost at the present time would 
fall upon the moving-picture industry. It would probably in
crease the cost to the moving-pictm·e industry, because the mov
ing-picture industry is increasing in extent. The other would 
fall upon the purchasers of silverware. It would be in propor
tion divided between the purchasers of silverwat·e among those 
who purchase sterling silver and those who purchase plate. 
The amount of silver used in a plated spoon or plated knife or 
plated fork is almost negligible in the total cost of the article. 
With the exception of the cheap plated ware, which, of course, 
we all buy, the amount falling upon the consumer would be 
extremely limited. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT~ Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield further to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. 
Mr. BORAH. The Senator refers to the moving-picture in

dustry. I should like to know what use they make of silver? 
Mr. PITTMAN. They use it in developing their photographic 

plates. It would cost them about $3,000,000 a year extra if 
the price of silver was 70 cents an ounce instead of 40 cents an 
ounce. The total expenditures of the moving-picture industry, 
as we all know, are up in the billions of dollars. This is a 
picture of the situation: Silver has been a commodity ever since 
1873; everyone knows that. It is treated that way by the Secre
tary of the TI'easury; it is treated that way by the Secretary of 
Commerce. Our Government buys foreign silver. It gets it 
where it can buy it cheapest; it gets silver anywhere. It is 
paying but 40 cents an ounce to-day and making it into dimes 
and putting them in circulation at a rate of $1.38 cents an 
ounce. The profit goes into the Treasury. 

The Gov~rnment would lose nothing and only a few classes 
would lose anything by a tariff on silver, even if the producers 
got the full benefit of it; but suppose the producers got the 
fml benefit of it, would they be in any different condition from 
the other industTies in this country? Take the farmer. The 
farmer to-day is suffering, and we have been doing everything 
on earth we could to relieve that suffering. Still the products 
of the farmer, on the average, are up at this time 35lh per 
cent above what they were in 1913. Yet the silver miners, with 
the price of their product 33lh per cent lower than it was in 
1913, have to pay an average of 35lh per cent more for every
thing they use than they did in 1913. That is not a theory ; it is 
a fact. 

What is the result? The result is that three mines in my 
own home--big mines--have been compelled to close down by 
reason of the low price of silver. In the State of the Senator 
from Idaho, as he will realize, if he has been reading the news
papers, two or three large lead-silver mines have been closed 
down during the last few weekB. In Utah several important _ 
mines have closed down in the last week; and one district 
in Colorado, which is purely a silver-mining district, where 
silver mines were working a month ago, two or three of them, 
employing thousands of men, have closed down. The Senator 
from Colorado has a telegram, as I have, and he will put it in 
the RECoRD, saying that there is not a silver mine in that dis-
trict working to-day. · 

Take the Associated Press reports of yesterday, and what do 
they say about Utah? That the mines there have cut the wages 
of the men in the lead and silver mines of Utah 25 cents a 
day, and in the smelters 25 cents a day, i~ the hope that they 
may be a,ble to operate! 
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1\lr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from l\Iontana? 
Mr. PITTl\IAN. I yield. 
l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. In view of the extraordinary drop 

in the price of silver in recent months, it is not at all surprising 
that the industry should be in the deplorable state mentioned 
by the Senator from Nevada. The industry is suffering. peJ.·
haps, as severely as any in the United States at the present 
time. What troubles me about the matter, however, is, when 
we produce 60,000,000 ounces in this counh·y and consume in 
the arts and in subsidiary coinage only 40,000,000 ounces an
nually, exporting 33lh per cent of our entire production, and 
50 per cent of our consumption, how a duty can possibly in
crease the price of silver? 

:Mr. PITTMAN. As I said while the Senator was out, there 
may be ground for doubt as to whether it would do all that is 
desired, but the record discloses the fact that since 1926 the 
production of silver· in this country has been steadily decreasing. 
As a matter of fact, it has been decreasing for longer than that. 
Let me refer to the decrease in silver production in Montana 
since 1926. In 1926 Montana produced 11,974,257 ounces of 
silver; in 1928 it produced 10,681,675 ounces. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, let me remark, as 
the Senator doubtless knows, that there are practically no more 
silver mines in Montana ; that is, the mines primarily producing 
silver were obliged to close down years ago by reason of the 
depressed price of silver, and there is no mine in the State of 
Montana to-day operating on account of silver production that 
I know anything about. Silver is merely a by-product of the 
copper-mining in(}ustry. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I think the Senator is in error there. There 
may not be what is called a pure-silver mine in Montana, but 
there are mines that carry lead with silver as a by-product, and 
there are mines that carry copper with silver as a by-product. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me say to the Senator that 
there are no lead mines in Montana. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Ore must produce a total value of minerals 
of over $8 or $9 a ton, as a general thing, in order to make it pay. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should say that is so. There is, 
of course, silver in copper ores, but the copper is the dominant 
mineral ; and the same thing is true of zinc ores ; but I am 
speaking about mines operating primarily on account of silver 
content; so that the figures the Senator has given merely indi
cate a slight decrease in the silver carried in the copper and 
zinc ores. 

1\Ir. PITTl\IAN. I think the Senator will ascertain by looking 
at the record-and if I had time I would show it to him-that 
the production of silver in Montana from 1926 to 1928 has 
decreased about 5 per cent; but throughout the western section 
of the country the production has decreased in greater propor
tion in the States where there are more silver mines, for many 
of those mines have ceased operations, while in the Senator's 
State the large copper mines are operating, although numerous 
small copper properties sometimes operate and sometimes they 
do not. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me say--
l\1r. PITTMAN. When silver is dOwn to 60 cents an ounce 

the silver mines may do a little work, but when silver is down 
to ~0 cents none of them work at any time; and silver produc
tion has decreased all over the country by 10 per cent in the 
last 10 years. 

I will state what I am getting at. I want to answer the 
Senator's question as to what good will a tariff really do. 
We are making a tariff bill; I hardly suppose we will frame 
another one for 7 or 8 years ; I hope it will be 20 years ; but, 
at any rate, it will be a long time before we engage in framing 
another tariff law, but we have got to look to the future. Now, 
what of the future? We see a steady curve of decrease in the 
production of silver in the United States. No one 1..rnows of any 
big new mines; at least, I have not beard of any. 

We see an increasing demand for silver, the moving-picture 
industry, with its great expansion being the heaviest individual 
consumer of silver ; and it is going to increase its consumption. 
The time will come, according to that curve, in three or four 
years when the consumption and production will be about equal; 
but in the meantime there are corpo1·ations in this country en
gaged in the manufacture of steel articles, in the manufacture 
of cotton goods, in the manufacture of woolen goods which 
they produce themselves more than is consumed in this country, 
and their surplus is taken up by export. They sell that ex
ported surplus of goods cheaper than they sell at home. That 
is admitted, and they justify it on the ground of mass 
production. 

Now, we will assume that we can organize a silver associa
tion; that we have one-fourth of our silver production to 

export; that all of the silver miners put their silver into that 
export association, as has been done in the case of copper. 
What wTI.l be the result? It will meet the market, and, instead 
of selling silver by the day, as it is now sold, through London, 
and having the London brokers fix the price every morning, 
we will have an export association that will take that 25,000,-
000 ounces of silver, place it in a bank and borrow money on 
it, which can then be loaned to the miners who put it in pro 
rata. Thus that silver can be carried until the seasonal demand 
in India and China eomes. To-day they do not do that; to-day 
they do exactly as the farmer does; they have no cooperation, 
no marketing system ; they all dump their silver on the market 
at the same time, and the profit is made by the brokers in 
London. 

China undoubtedly is now asking the four powers to permit her 
to place an embargo upon the importation of silver into China 
because it has a!ready bankrupted China; it bas taken away 
her purchasing power; but China can not do that without 
the consent of certain powers. India not only dumped 55,000,000 
ounces in the market in 1929, of which we have a record but is 
dumping it now upon the markets of the world in orde~ to get 
it out of India, and she has placed a duty of 10 cents an ounce 
to keep it from ever coming back in. That is the situation we 
are facing. _ 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator a few questions. The only vote I cast on the tariff bill 
when it was consiuered as in Committee of the Whole with 
which I have not been satisfied was the vote I cast on the silver 
amendment. I look on silver now as absolutely a commodity; 
it is no longer money; it is like wheat, corn, oats, iron, and other 
things. 

As the Senator has said, a few weeks ago, India prohibited 
the importation of silver, and proposes to dump her silver in all 
parts of the world. Our market is accessible to India, and I 
have no doubt the vast reservoir of silver in India will be 
dumped here, so that the price of silver may go to 30 cents an 
ounce or even less. China has not done that as yet, but at any 
time China may do it. That is the situation. I will ask the 
Senator how much silver we get from Mexico? 

1\lr. PITTMAN. We got 77,000,000 ounces from Mexico in 
1928. 

Mr. SWANSON. How much do we export? 
Mr. PITTMAN. We export about 109,000,000 ounces. 
Mr. SWANSON. With that much coming in from Mexico 

and Latin America--
Mr. PITTMAN. Let me give the total that comes· in. The 

total imports into this country are 114,000,000 ounces. 
Mr. SWANSON. How much do we produce? 
1\!r. PITTMAN. We get 77,000,000 ounces from Mexico, 

18,000,000 ounces from South America, and the rest of it from 
miscellaneous countries. After we consume, say, 40,000,000 
ounces of silver, we then have left about 60,000,000 ounce of 
the silver thus brought in here. That 60,000,000 ounces sent 
out, together with the 50,000,000 ounces which we have, makes 
about 109,000,000 ounces exported. 

Mr. SWANSON. At the time I cast that vote I thought of 
the question that night, and I saw what India had done. As 
I have said, silver is an absolute commodity; it is liable to 
taxation even from a Democratic standpoint for revenue. The 
people who buy silver plate ought certainly to be able to pay a 
tariff on it, for they are rich enough to buy, and the moving
picture industry, certainly to a large extent, is engaged in a 
busine s for the leisure class. Inasmuch as silver has become 
a commodity, if there is any imported, as the Senator says there 
is, from a revenue standpoint I do not see why it should not 
pay a tariff like any other commodity. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the Senator over
looked the fact that we actually ourselves export 331h per cent 
of our production. 

Mr. SWANSON. We can not impose a tariff, of course, on 
anything we export, but if what the Senator from Nevada says 
is so, and 114,000,000 ounces come in here, and we put a tax 
on it, we would certainly collect re>enue, would we not? 

1\fr. PITTMAN. Yes; we would collect revenue. 
Mr. SWANSON. How can the Senator from Montana argue, 

then, that we would not collect that revenue? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not so argued. I was 

speaking about how we were going to improve the situation of 
the silver producer. 

Mr. SW AKSON. I am talking about prices. 
1\Ir. WALSH of Moe.tuna. Of course, if the Senator is argu

ing in favor of a I:Luty on silver as a revenue measure, I have 
nothing to s~.Y about that. That was not what I was talking 
about. I was talking about the situation of the silver producer. 

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to see his condition improved. 
I should like, also, to see the condition of other people improved. 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. So should I. 
Mr. SWANSON. But if silver is, as everybody admits, a 

mere commodity like wheat, corn, oats, tobacco, lead, steel, and 
everything else, I am considering it simply from a revenue stand
point. If there is none imported, if we do not get any revenue 
from it, I am willing to let it alone; but if 119,000,000 ounces 
are imported, I do not see why we should not get a revenue 
from it, to be frank about the matter. 

The vote I cast on this subject in Committee of the Whole is 
·the only vote I cast in committee with which I have not been 
satisfied, and I have tried to review every vote I have cast. 
When I saw, however, that India was dumping silver here, that 
China will dump it here, and that this is the dumping ground of 
silver from all over the world, and it is coming in here, if we put 
silver down to 30 cents, why should not the Government collect 
some revenue from it? 

That is the way I look at the matter; and if that is not true, 
I should like to have it corrected. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I thoroughly agree with the 
Senator from Virginia. There is no doubt but that manufac
tured silver is a luxury in a large sense. At least 90 per cent 
of the silver that is manufactured is a luxury, anyway. It 
is a luxury going into millions and millions of dollars of the 
expense of the profitable moving-picture industry and the sil
ver-plated ware. Of course, under the theory, there is no rea
son for it. 

Some Senators have said to me that they have always voted 
for free silver, from the time of Bryan up to the present time. 
There is a whole lot of difference between the free silver under 
Bryan, which meant the free coinage of silver, and the free 
entry of silver into the United States. 

For instance, let me call your attention to this statement by 
Mr. Herbert M. Bratter, of the Finance and Investment Division 
of the Department of Commerce. In discussing silver, he says: 

The person interested in what silver will do in the future must 
keep in mind that silver is a commodity, and that its price moves in 
sympathy with general commodity prices. 

I have here the statements of other w1iters along the same 
line. 

1\Ir. Benjamin White, in the annual review number of the 
Engineering and Mining Journal, says : 

Previous to 1873, an artificial premium was placed upon the metal 
by an agreement of the great powers to mint it at a certain ratio to 
gold. When this was abrogated, the premium dropped until the 
average price in the decade before the war fell to about 26d., as 
against that of 62d. 

Then it became a commodity. Of course it is a commodity. 
The same rules of tariff that apply to any other commodity 
apply to this commodity; and we find, as I say, that 117,000,000 
ounces are imported into this country free of duty. We find 
to-day that the Mexican Congress is doing everything on earth 
it can do to protect its miners. What is it doing? 

The great Wachuca mine has been so hard put that it has 
turned its mine over to the miners down there. It could not 
afford to pay them $1.21 a day, and it turned over the mine to 
them and said, "Pay us 2 per cent of the gross profits." The 
Mexican Congress now have had suggested to them that they 
pass an act to buy silver at a price at which they can afford 
to work the mines and store the silver. In other words, the 
government is to give a bonus to the silver miners of Mexico. 

We find to-day that the Chinese Government, to protect its 
credit and its buying power, is requesting the other governments 
to permit it to put a high tariff or an embargo on silver. In 
other words, every country is attempting to protect itself against 
the destruction that Great Britain is bringing upon it by dump
ing the silver of India on the world. 

That is the situation, and we find nothing to do. We are 
asked, " What good will it do? " Maybe it will not do any 
good, but what else have Senators to suggest? Are they willing 
to stand here and do nothing? While other countries are 
putting duties on silver, shall we stand here and do nothing? 
Our mines are closing down everywhere--we know that-in 
every State. The lead mines are closing down. The silver 
mines of Utah have made a reduction of 25 cents a day with the 
consent of the miners. They had to do that or close down. 
Practically every mining property in Tonopah, Nev., is closed 
down on account of it. We must do something. All I have 
asked the Senate is not to give us what every other commodity 
has, which would be 80 per cent if I got it, but one-half as high 
a duty as the average commodity of this country has. 

That is all I have to say. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 

Senate long. 

'!'his question has bothered me a great deal. I have tried in 
my own mind to arrive at a solution of the question whether 
a tariff would be the proper thing to bring about the desired 
result. 

I recognize that the mining industry is at a standstill, and 
particularly the silver mines of the country. The representa
tives of every mine in the State of Utah, together with the 
1\Iinmg Congress officials, have telegraphed to me and written 
to me to support this duty on silver. I confess that I do not 
know whether or not it would do any good to the silver industry 
in the long run ; and if it were not for one thing, and one thing 
only, I should vote against it as I did before. That is this: 

England is forcing India to a gold standard. As those silver 
coins come out of circulation they are melted and exported all 
over the world; but America is the principal place to which 
they are sent. 

I have always thought in the past that I would rather have 
silver, not as a commodity, but the same as gold, for the pur
pose of making a circulating medium. That day, it seems to 
me, is past. The question which arises in my mind now is 
this: Is it actually past, or is the present condition of silver 
in this country brought about by the conditions existing in the 
world to-day? 

Of course if China were in a financial condition to go upon 
a gold basis to-day, it would virtually force all of the silver 
of the world into the United States. That is being done as far 
as India is concerned. India and China are the two great 
nations that have consumed silver in the past. So, in casting 
my vote as I am going to cast it to-day for a duty upon silver, 
I want the Senate to understand that I do it with a great deal 
of apprehension. I admit that under existing conditions to-day 
perhaps it will be of a slight advantage; but it will be only 
slight. 

If conditions in the world are not changed; and if China 
and India still are purchasers of silver and use it for a circulat
ing medium, I believe then that the action taken, if a duty is 
placed upon silver, would necessarily be repealed, or it would 
be a disadvantage to the miners; but under the present 
conditions the situation is a serious one. The miners think a 
duty is going to help them. They think the imposition of this 
duty will at least keep up sufficient production in the United 
States to take care of our needs. 

Therefore, before casting my vote, I wanted to say that much 
in explanation of it. I repeat that I vote, as I shall vote, with 
a grea.t deal of apprehension. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I do not want to take the time 
of the Senate to discuss this subject further than to say that 
when the question came up previously, I voted against a tariff 
on silver, and I did so without having full information. I have 
made some little study of the matter since that time; and 
while I have considerable doubt as to whether it will do any 
good, I do not see how it will do any harm. Since the silver 
producers think it will help them, and since they demand it, 
and the tariff bill places a tariff on everything else, I feel 
that it is my duty to vote for a tariff on silver, and see what 
the result will be. 

For that reason I intend to change my vote. I should not 
take the trouble to make this announcement if it were not for 
the fact that I am afraid somebody will charge that I have been 
" silvered " in some way or other for switching my vote in this 
case. It has gotten so in the Senate that a man can not change 
his mind without having his integrity of purpose impugned, or 
being charged with having made a trade somewhere. If he 
happens honestly to change his mind, he has to get up and 
explain it, or some charge will be made against him. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. Pre~ident, will the Senator permit n 
question? 

Mr. DILL. Yes. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. I desire to ask the Senator if he does 

not think he has misstated the proposition. It is all right for 
some people to change their minds, and there is no criticism, 
and they are exalted as patriots; but some other people may, 
under different circumstances, vote differently, and they are 
charged with entering into some trade or something of the 
kind. 

So I think the Senator rather misstated the situation. I know 
Senators here who change their minds when they get ready, and 
vote differently under different circumstances, and they are 
patted on the back as great patriots. 

Mr. DILL. They pat themselves on the back. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Yes; that is it. They say they are 

patriots, and admit it. 
Mr. DILL. There are certain items in this bill which editors 

and some others look upon as being rather holy, and if a man 
changes his mind on those he must be a scoundreL 
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1\Ir. TRAMMELL. Oh, yes. 
Mr. DILL. But on some other subject that is not so holy 

to these particular people it is a glorious thing if he changes 
his mind. 

Mr. TllAl\11\fELL. As an illustration of that, I refused to 
vote for a duty of $2.24 per hundred on sugar, thinking that 
was too high. Later, under different circumstances, the rate on 
sugar having been reduced to $2 per hundred, J. voted for ·it. I 
had stated all along that I was willing to vote for $2 per 
hundred on sugar, but that I was not willing to vote for $2.24 
per hundred on sugar; so when we had the proposition of $2 
per hundred on sugar I voted for it, and yet they say, " He 
changed his vote r• 

I did not change my vote at all. I voted for $2 on sugar 
when I had previously refused to vote for $2.24. It just de
pends upon who does a thing of that kind. 

There is practically not a man in the Senate who at some 
time has not refused to vote for a higher duty and at a subse
quent time has voted for a lower duty upon the same item ; 
and yet nobody accuses him of changing his mind. So, as I 
say, the Senator rather misstated the proposition. 

Of course, it does not worry me, so far as I am concerned, to 
have people say that, if they will just relate the facts. All I 
want is to have them relate the facts. 

Somebody referred to Thomas Jefferson here the other day. 
Some Senator quoted from him. Thomas Jefferson, in com
menting on the press-and I feel friendly to the press in a 
general way-snid there ougM to be some reforms, and that 
they ought to arrange about ;four columns in the papers--one 
for the truth, one for possibilities, one for probabilities, and 
one for lies. He started off by saying there would not be very 
much in the first column, the truthful column. That was his 
appraisal of the press. 

All I ask is that the press state the truth. If orne member 
of the press or some Member of the Senate desires to criticize 
some one else, let him tell the truth and the facts. In my own 
,instance, let him say that Senator TRAMMELL declined to vote 
for a rate of 2.24 cents on sugar, but when the rate was later 
reduced to 2 cents, he voted for that. Then the public can 
pass on the question of whether I changed my position or not. 

l\Ir. GOF'F. Mr. President, I desire to say that I intend 
to support the amendment of the Senator from Nevada. When 
this matter was before the Senate some weeks ago I voted for 
the tariff on silver as then proposed by the Senator from 
Nevada, and I intend to do so to-night, and I intend to do so 
because I think the mining of ·silver is one of the great in
dustr.ies of the United States, which not only needs protection, 
but deserves protection in every sense of the word. 

I want to say that, regardless of what people may say or 
think about the change in one's vote, or the change in one's 
mind, that is purely immaterial if the person so voting is con
~istent in his stand. 

I do not criticize those who advocate free trade. It is their 
political philosophy, their economic creed, and it is their stand
ard of legislation. I am a protectionist, and I have always 
voted for protection, and I intend always to vote for protection 
for the industries of this country. I do not intend to vote for 
any excessive protection, and neither do I intend to vote for a 
protection that is entirely too low. 

I am not in sympathy with the people who stand in the 
Senate for protection to American industries and who then 
turn about and vote against protect,ion because they say " My 
State does not want it. My industries do not need it." If you 
are going to measure your vote in this body by what the wishes 
and desires of your State may be, then you are merely an 
opportunist, and I do not think anyone can be a free-trade 
opportunist or a protectionist opportunist and merit the respect 
of hls constituents, e,ither friends or foes. 

The Senator from Nevada said the mines are closed. That 
is true, and I want to say to the Senator, and I want to say to 
the other Members of this body now present, that the coal 
mines in the coal-producing States of this Nation are closing, 
and the oil wells are closing. Yet men who believe in the doc
trine of protection have stood here upon this floor to-night and 
have voted against giving protection to coal and secmity to oil. 

l\lr. President, I want to register, just as far as such a regis
tration will go, and just as emphatically as it can be made, that 
I am against such a policy of protection, and I do not believe 
tllat the men who so vote and who so advocate protection are 
true protectionists in any sense of the word. They are political 
opportunists and in any aspect economic expeditionists. 

Therefore, as I have said, in the few words which I have
uttered, I intend to vote for a protection on silver. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the people of the 
West interested in silver ought to be particularly grateful to 
the distinguisheo. Senator from West Virginia for his considera-

tion of their interests. He votes for a duty on a product on 
which the duty can not possibly make any difference in the 
price, but when he comes to a product of which we consume 
very much more than we produce, like manganese, he is found 
voting on the other side. 

:Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I am not going into any dis
cussion of this item. I will be very brief. 

I commend my colleague for the able manner in which he has 
presented tllis very importa.Lt question. I intend to support the 
amendment, and I hope it will carry. I am very familiar with 
the depressed condition of the sil'rer-mining industry and of the 
benefits we all hope and believe will come to that industry from 
the adoption of this amendment. Not alone to the silver-mining 
industry, but to the industries of copper, lead, zinc, and gold, 
and the mining of other metals, because silver is a by-product in 
the mining of many of the metals I have mentioned. 

The matter has been presented very thoroughly and ably by 
my colleague, and I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. FESS. l\Ir. President, I have not had the occasion, in 
the consideration of this tariff bill, to change a vote at any 
time. I usually make up my mind after listening to the dis
cussion. 

When this question came up before I had not looked into the 
silver situation, and I voted against the proposal offered by 
the Senator from Nevada. I have listened to his argument 
to-night, and I think he has made a good case, and this is one 
place where I am going to change my vote, and I shall vote for 
the amendment. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Pr sident, I wish to say to my friend 
the Senator from Montana that I thank him sincerely 
for the compliment which he paid me. I wish to return that 
compliment by saying that when the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada testified as to the needs and the demands of pro
tection I felt, in view of his argument and the able manner in 
which he stated it, that it was the best evidence of which the 
nature of the case admitted. For that reason, I was not at all 
impressed ()r affected by the Ciiticism, even in a complimentary 
vein, of the Senator from Montana. 

I want to reminJ]. him that, possibly, tomorrow, or, at least, 
before we finish the consideration of this bill, I shall give the 
distinguished Senator from Montana the opportunity to express 
himself, show his com.istency, on the question of a tariff on 
white arsenic, and we will then see whether or not his vote is 
the same as mine upon the question of the protection to a 
great industry in his State. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I appreciate also 
the kindness of the senior Senator fr·om Ohio, who is very gla d 
to vote for a duty on a product of my State which everybody 
concedes will do no good, at least for the present, but, high 
protectionist that he is, devotee of that principle, declines to 
give us a duty on manganese, which would do orne good. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Frazier Kendrick 
Ashurst George Keyes 
Baird Glass La Follette 
Barkley Goll' McCulloch 
~~;f~e it\~sborough ~~rc?JI 
Borah Harris Moses 
Bratton Harrison Norbeck 
Broussard Hastings Nort·is 
Capper Hatfield Nye 
Caraway Hawes Odllie 

g~~~l~~~ M;l~if ~~~ps 
Cutting Heflin Pittman 
Dale , Howell Ransdell 
Dill Johnson Robinson, Ind. 
Fess Jones Schall 
Fletcher Kean Sheppard 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 

~~Wi~i~s 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have an. 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1\fr. President, it is not my desire to 
take up any time in the discussion of this amendment, but I 
asked for a yea and nay vote on it, and the Senate refused 
to second the demand. I think it is rather an unusual pro
cedure when a Senator asks for a record vote upon an amend
ment, 'that it should not be accorded. All that 1 ask is that 
there shall be a record vote. I do not want to take up any 
time of the Senate, but I ask that the Senate go on record on 
this amendment. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll 
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Mr. FESS (when his name was called). I am pair~d with 

the senior Senator 'from North Carolina [Mr. SIMYONS]. Not 
knowing how he would vote, I shall have to withhold my vote. 
Were I permitted to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). ·I have a ~on
transferable pair with the senior Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BINGHAM]. In his absence, 1 withhold my vote. If I 
could vote, I would vote " yea." 

l\Ir. METCALF (when his name was called}. "I have a 
general pair with the Senator from l\Iaryland [Mr. TYDL~Gs]. 
I understand that if ·he were present he would vote as I shall 
vote. I vote " yea." . 

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). On this vote 
I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN]. I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELLAR] and vote "yea." · 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BROCK]. If I 
were permitted to vote, I would vote " yea." 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the -Senator from Iowa [Mt·. BROOKHART]. 
I understand that he would vote as I shall vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On this vote 
I have a pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELLAR]. If he were present and permitted to vote, I under
stand he would vote as I shall vote. Therefore I vote. I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] 
to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] and vote 
"yea." ' 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. DILL. I 'have a pair with the Senator from Kentucky 

(Mr. RossroN]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] and vote "yea." 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general paii·s: 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] with the Senator 

from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] ; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] ; 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLrrr] with the Sena

tor from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS]; 
The Senatot· from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING]; 
The Senat-or from Vermont [Mr. GREENE] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]; 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. PATTERSON] with the Senator 

from New York [1\Ir. WAGNER] ; 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON] with the Senator 

from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] ; 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] with the .Sena

tor from Virginia [Mr. GLAss]; and 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. W ALCO'rl'] with the Sena

tor from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE]. 
The result was .announced-yeas 55, nays 12, as iollows: 

YEAS-55 
Allen Goff Kean 
Ashurst G<>ldsborough Kendrick 
Baird Hale Keyes 
B:trkley Harris McCulloch 
Bo·rah Harrison McNary 
Bratton Hastings Metcal1 
Broussard Hatfield Moses 
Capper Hawes .Norbeck 
Copeland ~!b~retn Oddie 
Cutting Phipps 
Dale Heflin Pine 
Dill Howell Pittman 
Fess Johnson Ransdell 
Fletcher Jones Shepparu 

NAY8-12 
Black Frazier Norris 
Blaine George Nye 
Connally La Follette Schall 

NOT VOTING-29 
Bingham Glass Overman 
IDease Glenn Patten;on 
Brock Gould Reed 
Brookhart Greene Robinson, Ark. 
Caraway Grundy Robinson. Ind. 
Couzens King Robsion, Ky. 
Deneen McKellar Shipstead 
Gillett McMaster Simmons 

So 1\Ir. PrTrMAN's amendment was agreed to. 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Ste.phens 
Swanson 
Thomas, Jdabo 
Thomas, Okla . 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Vandenberg 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Smith 
Sullivan 
Tydings 

;:r~~ 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, this matter was passed 
upon in Committee of the Whole on February 18 and the amend
ment was defeated by a vote of 36 to 32. I ask unanimous con
sent that that roll call may be inserted in the RECORD at this 
point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, Jt is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BLEASE. l have a pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 

GOLDSBOROUGH]. N<Jt knowing how he would vote on this question, 1 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WATSO~ (after having voted in the negative). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] to the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. PINE] and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. FEss. I desire to announce the following general pairs : 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosES] with the Senator 

from Iowa [Mr. STECK] ; 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. WALCOTT] with the Senator from 

Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] ; . 
The SenatoT from Pennsylvania [Mr. RlllED] with the Senator from 

Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] ; and 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GouLD] with the Senator from Utah 

[Mr. KING]. 
I also desire to announce that the Senators from Maryland [Mr. 

GOLDSBOitOUGH and Mr. TYDINGS] are detained from the Senate •on de
partmental business. 

Mr. McNARY. On this amendment I have. a pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON], which I transfer to the Senator from 
South Dakota [l'tfr. McMASTER], and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CARAWAY], the Senator from N<Jrth Carolina [Mr. SIMMO!\'S], the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY], and the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BARKLEY] are necessarily detained on official business. 

I also desire to announce the general pair of the Senator from Mary
land [Mr. TYDINGS] and the Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

The result was announced-yeas 32, nays 36, as follows : 
Yeas, 32 : Ashurst, Baird, Bratton, Brookhart, Broussard, Fletcher, 

Goff, Grundy, Harris, Hastings, Hatfield, Hawes, Hayden, Howell, Jones, 
Kendrick, McKellar, Norbeck, Oddie, Patterson, Phipps, Pittman, Ran~ 
dell, Sheppard, Shortridge, Steiwer, Stephens, Sullivan, Thomas of 
Idaho, Townsend, Trammell, and Waterman. . 

Nays, 36 : Allen, Bingham., Black, Blaine, Capper, Couzens, Cutting, 
Dale, Deneen, Dill, Fess, Frazier, George, Gillett, Glass, Glenn, Greene. 
Hale, Hebert, Kean, Keyes, La Follette, McCulloch, McNary, Metcalf, 
Nye, Robinson of Indiana., Robsion of Kentucky, Schall, Smoot, Swan
son, Vandenberg, Wagner. Walsh of Massachusetts, Walsh of Montana. 
and Watson. 

Not voting, 28: Barkley, Blease, llo.rah, .Br.ock, Caraway, Connally, 
Copeland, -Goldsborough, Gould, Haxrison, Heflin, Johnson, King, McMas
ter, Moses, Norris, Overman, Pine, !leed, Robinson of Arkansas, Ship
stead, Simmons, Smith, Steck, Thomas of Oklahoma, Tydings, Walcott, 
and Wheeler. 

So Mr. PITTYAN'13 amendment wru; rejeeted. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in view of the adoption of the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada [l\Ir. Prr'I'MAN], other 
amendments will be required in paragraphs 1735, 1638, and I 
think one other paragraph. I want to give notice now that in 
the morning I shall prepare the necessary amendments to con
forrn with the action just taken, and ask the Senate then to 
agree to t}J.ose amendments. 

1\Ir. HEBERT. 1\fr. President, I have an amendment pend• 
ing, which I am prepared to take up at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Th~ .amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 223, after line 14, insert the fol
lowing: 

(b) In addition to the foregoing, there shall be paid the following 
uuties: 

(1) On laces, 3 Inches or less in -width, and on laces suitable for 
conversion into laces 3 inches or less in width, one-half of 1 cent per 
yard for each one-half .inch, or fraction thereof, in width ; 

(2) On nets and netting, having 50 holes or less per square inch, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per square yard; having more than 50 but not 
more than 100 holes per square inch, 1~ cents per square yard; having 
.more than 100 but not more than 150 holes per square inch, 1% cents 
per square yard; having more than 150 but not more than 200 holes 
per square inch, 2¥.! cents per square yard; naving more than 200 but _ 
not more than 250 holes per square inch, 3%, cents per square yard; 
haVing more than 250 but not more than 300 boles per square inch, 5 
cents per square yard; having more than 300 but not more than 350 
holes per square inch, 6%, ceni:s 1Jel' square yard; having more than 350 
but not more than 400 .holes per square inch, 71J.J cents per square yard; 
navtng more than 400 but not ·more than 450 holes per square inch, 8%, 
cents per square yard; having more tban 450 bales J)er square inch, 10 
cents per square yard. 

Mr. HEBERT. Ur. President, tbis amendment was intro
duced while the bill was in Committee of the Who1e. 1 was 
not able to secure consideration at the time when this para
graph was under consideration. Later on I attempted to bring 
it before the Senate, but it was ruled out of order at that 



5616 CONGR~SSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAROH 19 
time. This is the first opportunity I have had to obtain the 
consideration of the amendment. 

Mt:. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there is so much confusion 
in the Chamber that some of us did not understand the para
graph to which the Senator's amendment relates. 

1\Ir. HEBERT. It applies to paragraph 1529, on page 223, 
after line 14. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is going to explain his reason 
for offering tbe amendment? 

:Mr. HEBERT. Yes; I am about to do so. I am going to 
ask indulgence of_ the Senate to make a statement in explana
tion of the amendment. I may say at the outset that it is one 
of great importance to many people in my State. 

This amendment proposes specific duties in addition to those 
provided in the pending bill. The duty now provided in the 
bill amounts to 90 per cent ad valorem upon the various laces 
enumerated in paragraph 1529. The additional specific duties 
would amount to 1 cent per yard for each half inch or frac
tion. thereof on laces 3 inches or less in width, and with 
a gradual increase upon greater widths and widths containing 
more holes per square inch, up to a maximum of 10 cents per . 
square yard on laces having more than 450 holes per square inch. 

LACE INDUSTRY IN THE UNITED STATES 

The lace industry was first established in the United States 
in 1909, a short time after the passage of the tariff bill of that 
year, which exempted lace machinery from any import duties, 
in the hope that the industry might be fostered and encouraged 
in this country. As a result of this legislation, a considerable 
number of plants were established at that time and it is esti
mated that approximately 95 per cent of the machinery for the 
manufacture of laces now operated in the United States was 
imported then. It may be added that all lace machinery now in 
use by the manufacturers of these laces in the United States is 
imported from abroad. 

The industry had its inception in the State of Rhode Island, 
where at the present time nearly one-half of the total produc
tive capacity is to be found; other mills being located in the 
States of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, New York, Connecticut, 
Ohio, and Illinois. The number of lace machines, as the looms 
upon which laces are manufactured are known, and the States 
where located, are as follows: 
Rhode Island---------------------------------------------- 258 
New Jersey ----------------------------------------------- 70 
Pennsylvania---------------------------------------------- 78 
New York ----------------------------------------------- 80 
Connecticut----------------------------------------------- 70 
Ohio----------------------------------------------------- 31 
Illinois ____________ --------------------------------------- 29 

Total------------------------------------------------ 616 
A compared with the total equipment of lace factories in the 

United States, the following figures will show the equipment in 
foreign countries. 

Location of lace and laoo-braWifi{J machines in Europeom, countries in 1924 

Notting- Levers and Lace-
Country ham lace- levers go- Bobbinet 

curtain through machines braiding 
machines machines IDBchines 

France __ -- __ --------------------- 25 3,946 400 2, 500 Great Britain ____________ ______ __ 802 2,000 2,500 200 
Germany_ -- ---------------------- 157 160 314 4,000 Other European countries _________ 187 ------------ 30 300 

TotaL ______ ------------ ____ 1,171 6,106 3,244 7,000 

PROGRESS OF THE HH>USTRY 

At the time of the establishment of the industry in the 
United States it was hoped that the surplus skilled labor there
tofore employed in the textile mills of New England and in other 
parts of the country might be given employment in this new 
activity, and, in view of the large quantities of laces of this 
kind then being imported in the United States, that a sufficient 
market would be found for the products of these mills. In the 
course of time, however, it became apparent that on account 
of the great difference in labor costs in the United States and 
in foreign countries, particularly in France and England, our 
manufacturers were unable to compete with importations from 
abroad, and representations for an increase in tariff duties 
upon imports of laces were made to Congress. A number of 
increases in duties have been accorded to our manufacturers 
of laces from time to time, but the provision in the pending 
tariff bill is the same as the duty carried in the existing law; 
but even this is, in view of existing conditions in the industry, 
clearly insufficient to enable us to compete successfully, as the 
:figures and the experience which I shall present will conclusively 
demonstrate. 

CAPITAL INVESTED 

It is estimated that approximately $2.5,000,000 is invested in 
the industry in the United States at the present time. There 
are employed in these mills now some 8,000 operatives, though 
at full capacity they could provide employment for not less 
than 15,000. 

While the actual production for the year 1927, the last year 
available to me, had a value of $11,500,000, yet the potential 
annual output of the American lace factories is estimated to be 
in the neighborhood of $35,000,000. 

I have prepared, and I ask to have inserted in the RECORD 
at this point in my remarks, a schedule of actual produc
tion of American laces as shown by the reports of the United 
States Bureau of the Census, for each of the years 1914 to 1927, 
divided into classes of products. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The table referred to is as follows: 

Annual Anwrican. production 

(From !fgures of the U. S. Bureau of Census) 

1914 1919 1921 1923 1925 1927 

Cotton levers la.ces----------- ----------------------------------------------- -------- 3, 681, 042 6, 6f1l, 546 3, 988, 120 8, 029,404 6, 547, 830 6, 262,931 
Silk laces, nets, veilings, etc_-------------------------------------------------------- 1, 328,933 5, 825,359 2, 844,902 2, 892,812 I, 325, 617 570, 1W 
All other cotton nets and laces------------------------------------------------------ 2, 902,857 5, 922, 185 6, 630, 662 4, 307,825 4, 189,027 3, 457,185 
All other products------------------------------------------- -------- ----------------

1 
___ 68_5_,_74_2_

1 
__ 1_,_085_,3_3_6_

1 
___ 1_4_1,_5_54_

1 
___ 1_98_,_67_1_

1 
___ 98_2_, 7_7_3-1---1,_1_71_,_8_10 

TotaL---------------------------- ----------------------- -------- ----------- 8, 598, 574 19,440,426 13, 605, 238 15,428, 712 13,045,247 11, 552, 046 

Mr. HEBERT. I have also prepared a schedule, which I ask ' mission for each of the years 1923 to 1928, divided into classes. 
to have inserted in the REaoRD, showing the imports of these The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is· so ordered. 
laces, taken from figures of the United States Ta.riff Com- The matter referred to is as follows: 

Annual importation of laces 

(From figures of the U. S. Tariff Commission, plus duty and landing charges) 

NOTE.-In the absence of a unit basis of comparison of domestic production and importation o! laces, importations have been figured on 
the basis of landed value to make these more nearly comparable on a dollar basis. 

1923 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 

LMachinemade laces ____________ -------------------------------- _________ ---------
·Nets, nettings, veils, veilings ___ -----------------------------------------------------Burnt-out laces, etc ___________________ ---~_------- _____ ------------ ____________ ---_--
Handmade laces ___________ ------- ______________ __________ ------- ____________ ------

21,301,352 25,690,998 17,526,774 12, 172, 278 11,641,238 11,303,460 
4, 857,570 3,836, 072 3, 404,224 3, 371,734 3,871, 498 5, 505,236 
3, 413, 144 3, 152,962 1, 810,800 2, 437, 142 2, 557,060 2, 022,598 
4,821, 722 4, 655,838 3, 554,508 2, 383,805 2, 733,140 1, 613,224 

l--------~---------~---------1----------~---------~--------
TotaL ____ ----------------------------------------------------------------- 34,402,788 37,335,870 26,296,306 20,363,960 20,802,936 20,444,518 
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l\1r. HEBERT. 'Mr: President, in this latter schedule, in the 

absence of a unit value for comparison of domestic production 
and imports, the value of importations has been figured on a 
basis which will make them fairly comparable to domestic 
production on a dollar basis. 

It is found that the value of the a-verage annual importa
tions is $26,607,730, and that the value of the average annual 
domestic production is $13,611,707. 

From these figures it is clear that the American lace manu
facturer with his present equipment is capable of· supplying 
practically all the requirements of the American market, 
whereas under present conditions, because of insufficient pro
tection, he is limited to operating at approximately but 35 per 
cent of his capacity, and as a result the countries of Europe 
supply our market to the extent of twice the value of domestic 
production. 

COMPARISON OF AMERICAN AND FOREIGN METHODS OF MANUFACTURE 

The lace machines operated in America are identical with 
those in use in France and England, our principal competitors, 
although it may be said that in the main, the machines in use 
in America are more modern. At any rate, American plants 
are operated much more efficiently than those of Europe, hav
ing much larger individual units. The average American plant 
consists of from 18 to 20 lace machines, whereas European 
plants, particularly those in . France, consi.st mostly of from 
2 to () machine units. Every other process of manufacture 
both here and abroad is identical, so that the only essential 
difference in costs is found in the items of labor and yarns. 

Mr. ·wALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEBERT. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of" Massachusetts. I do not want to interrupt 

the admirable speech the Senator is making on this subject, 
but I should like to make some inquiries about ·the present 
duty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair feels that it is his duty 
to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
fact that he only has one minute remaining. 

1\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In my time I should like 
to ask the questions. 

Mr. HEBERT. Very well. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. First, I ask unanimous con

sent that the Senator from Rhode Island may have his time 
extended for 10 minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I inquire of the Senator 
from Rhode Island what is the present duty upon the laces de
scribed in the amendment offered by him? 

Mr. HEBERT. The present rate is 75 per cent. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And the Senator seeks to 

make a separate classification of the particular laces referred 
to in his amendment? 

l\Ir. HEBERT. Yes; and to provide specific duties upon 
certain narrow laces. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly, and the purpose of 
the amendment is to increase the duty on the narrower and 
finer laces? 

Mr. HEBERT. Not necessarily on the finer laces, but on 
the narrower laces, the staple laces, so called. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What will the duties repre
sent in ad valorem terms? 

Mr. HEBERT. One hundred and twenty-seven per cent, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is that the average? 
Mr. HEBERT. The average; yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I suppose some of the 

narrower laces described would have a lower duty and some 
a higher duty than 127 per cent? 

Mr. HEEERT. Yes; that is true. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the average is 127 per 

cent? 
Mr. HEBERT. It is 127 per cent. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator give us the 

story of the importations of these laces? 
Mr. HEBERT. Yes; I have those figures here. 
1\Ir. GEORGE. Before the Senator does that may I ask him 

if the amendment is to paragraph 1529? 
Mr. HEBERT. It is paragraph 1529, page 223. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It comes in at the end of 

paragraph 1529 on page 223, and the Senator proposes to .add 
a separate subdivision. 

Mr. GEORGE. 1 know, but the duty under that paragraph 
is 90 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, that is the duty that is pro
vided in the pending bill, but I understooo the Senator from 
Massachusetts to ask me what the duty is nnder existing law. 

Mr. GEORGE. The duty under existing law is 75 per 
cent ad valorem, and under the pending bill it is 90 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. HEBERT. That is true. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My question was with 

reference to the present duty. The Senator may not disturb 
himself at this moment but may give the record of imports 
later on in the course of his address, if it is more convenient 
for him to do so. 

Mr. HEBERT. I have the figures here, Mr. President. In 
1923, according to the figures of the United States Tariff Com
mission, the imports were $34,402,788; in 1924 they were 
$37,335,870; in 1925 they were $26,296,306 ; in 1926 they were 
$20,363,960; in 1927, $20,802,936; and in 1928, $20,444,518. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How do those figures com
pare with the domestic production? 

Mr. HE13ERT. They are about 35 per cent of the domestic 
production. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is, the imports consti
tute about 35 per cent of the domestic production? 

Mr. HEBERT. The imports constitute about 70 per cent of 
the consumption of this countJ.-y. 

Mr.. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the condition of 
the .industry in Rhode Island? 

Mr. HEBERT. I hesitate to attempt a description of the 
existing conditions of the industry, so bad is it, and so bad 
has it been for some time. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Are these laces manufac
tured in factories of separate units where nothing else is made 
except laces? 

:Mr. HEBERT. Nothing else is manufactured in these fac- _ 
tor.ies ; they are essentially lace factories. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They are not textile mill,s 
that make a variety of cotton textiles, but they make solely 
these laces? 

Mr. HEBERT. Not in the State of Rhode Island. There 
are some mills in other States which have a diversity of pro
duction; some mills, I understand, in the State of Pennsylvania 
produce stockings and other knit goods, but that is not true 
of the factories in Rhode Island. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is an exceptional con
dition in the textile business? 

Mr. HEB-ERT. It is; it is not the usual condition. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I thank the Senator for the 

information ; and I now ask that the time consumed in my 
questions be taken out of my time and that the Senator be 
given his 10 minutes. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. HEBERT. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. From what source does the Senator quote 

the figures as to the domestic production of these laces? 
Mr. HEBERT. From the census figures, Mr. President. 
Mr. BARKLEY. And what were they given by the Senator 

as being? What was the domestic production? 
Mr. HEBERT. In the year 1927, the last year for which the 

figures are available, the domestic production had a value of 
$11,552,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I find from the Tariff Summary some dif
ficulty in separating the value 6f these domestic products. The 
summary gives the total amount of laces produced in the 
United States for 1923 as $300,000,000. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, those figures have nothing to 
do with the laces that are included in my amendment ; they 
cover other products altogether. The laces that would come 
within the purview of my amendment are what are known as 
Levers laces and Barmen laces, and are wholly unlike most of 
the laces that are included in the figures just quoted by the 
Senator. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Tariff Commission does not separate 
Levers laces in the table of domestic production, so that I am 
unable to find from this report the domestic production of that 
type of laces; and I was interested to know from what source 
the Senator obtained the figures. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President~ the figures which I have 
quoted were taken from the census figures, but after ana~yzi.J;lg 
and separating the different classes Qf laces, so as to brmg m 
this group the laces which are included in the amendment 
which is now pending. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Was that analysis or that separation made 

by the Census Bureau or by some~ody else? 
Mr. HEBERT. The analysis, as I understand, was fur

nished. by an association of lace manufacturers, and was then 
checked up IJy the Tariff Commission, which has been making 
an extended investigation of the lace industry in this country 
since 19Z3. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I understand the Senator's amendment, 
notwithstanding the fact that the present })ill increases the 
tariff on these articles from 75 per cent to 90 per cent ad 
valorem, the Senator seeks now to add on to that 90 per cent 
the specific rate which he provides and which will raise the 
total ad valorem equivalent to 127 per cent. 

Mr. HEBERT. On the average that is what it would do. 
1\Ir. President, I hould like to answer all inquiries, but I 

realize that it is being taken out of my time, and I should like 
to complete my statement. 

It is to be noted that a large percentage of the finer cotton 
and metal yarns used in the industry in this country are not 
produced here, and therefore they must be imported, and as 
they IJear a duty of approximately 35 per cent, this added cost 
is reflected in the price which obtain for our production. 

COMPARATIVE WAGES IN THID UNITED STATES AND EUROPE 

Ninety per cent of the lace-machine operatives in this country 
have been trained abroad. The training of these operatives 
is a slow process, and those now in the country have shown a 
reluctance to assist in the training of American operatives, with 
the result that replacements have to be made from abroad. 
Therefore, so far as the operation of the machines in the 
industry is concerned, there is no difference in point of efficiency 
between the United States and France and England. There is 
a difference, however, and one that is very marked, in the 
salaries and wages paid to those operatives. For example, lace 
weavers in this country receive a weekly wage of approximately 
$55, whereas the same workman in the mills in France is paid 
$14 per week. The warpers in the United States receive a 
weekly wage of $42, as compared with $9 paid to like opera
tives in France. And brass-bobbin winders in this ·country 
are paid $30 per week, but those employed in this particular 
work in France receive a weekly wage of $7.50. The slip 
winders in this country receive a weekly wage of $22.50, as 
compared with a weekly wage of $7 paid to the like operatives 
in France. A summary of these wages shows that the average 
paid to American workers is $39.88 per week, and those paid 
to French operatives is $9.38 per week. 

CLASSIFICATION OF LACES 

There are three major classes of laces produced in the United 
States-novelty laces, staple laces, and nets. 

NOVELTY LACES 

Novelty laces are usually manufactured of silk, metal, or 
rayon yarns, or more frequently in combinations of all of these, 
and range in width from 9 to 54 inches. As their name implies, 
they are transitory items, some styles being in demand for but 
a few weeks and then they disappe~r from the market. In 
these the American manufacturer has an advantage oYer his 
foreign competitor, because of his closer proximity to the mar
ket and his ability to supply the demand more readily than 
can the manufacturer located abroad. However, because of 
domestic competition the American manufacturer has not re
ceived that profit to which he should be entitled, and at any 
rate his margin on these novelties has been much les relatively 
than that of the French makers. However, with but a fraction 
of the American market available to the American producer 
and with the repeated change and intermittent demand for this 
type of laces, no American manufacturer has been able to oper
ate successfully in the past. 

STAPLE LACES 

This class of laces constitutes the greatest range and provides 
the most substantial income to the American manufacturer. 
They r ange in width from one-half inch to 9 inches and are 
manufactured principally of finer cotton yarns. Also they entail 
more labor in proportion to yarn value than novelty laces. Not
withstanding the American industry was established to produce 
this very class oi laces, yet because of competition from abroad, 
it has been unable to compete in its own home market. The 
United States Tariff Commission began an investigation of this 
item of manufa-cture in 1923. No conclusion has yet been 
reached, though the results of this investigation up to the 
present point show conclusively the need of further protection 
to the American manufacturer. 

In this category are included Valenciennes laces which form 
the bulk of the European production and of the American im
portations of Levers laces. As already stated, they range in 

width from one-half inch to 9 inches, but in the main they do not 
exceed 4 inches in width. They are made in sets of edgings and 
insertions for trimming of underwear and dresses, and are of 
two main types-diamond mesh or French Val, and round-hole 
mesh or German Val. There i , however, a small production 
of filet laces made with a square-hole mesh. One of the most 
largely produced patterns is the "fish-eye Val" made with a 
"fish-eye" shaped figure and a diamond mesh. Some Vals are 
made with Maltese or Cluny effects. 

NETS 

Nets constitute another staple branch of the industry. They 
are manufactured of cotton, silk, and other rayon yarns. Tbe 
history of this part of the industry in the United States is de
plorable, so far as the financial results to the manufacturers 
are concerned, as the cost computations, which I shall present 
later in my remarks and ask to have inserted in the RECORD, 
will show. 

LACE INDUSTRY AND INCOME--TAX RETURNS 

If the American lace industry is to continue as a part of our 
industrial structure, it is absolutely essential that further pro
tection be afforded to so-called stapJe laces. Otherwise, its 
disappearance as one of our activities is already decreed. 

An examination of the income-tax returns of 31 concerns 
transacting business in the United States in the years 1926, 
1927, and 1928 discloses the following facts : 

Of 31 concerns filing income-tax returns in 1926, 18 ~how 
aggregate losses from operations of $679,089.01, and 6 how 
aggregate profits of $370,955.34. Consolidating these profits and 
Looses, the results show a net loss from operations upon a volume 
of sales for the year of $23,981,000 amounting to $308,134. 

In the year 1927 of 31 concerns reporting, 15 show aggregate 
losses of $324,164.23, and 13 show aggregate profits of $383,-
182.14. Again consolidating the profits and losses for that year 
and applying them to the gross ales of $22,698,000, the results 
show a net profit from operations of $59,017.91. 

In 1928 of 27 concerns filing income-tax returns, 12 of them 
showed losses aggregating $369,565.42, and 15 reported aggre
gate profits of $743,451.14. Consolidating these profits and 
losses and applying them to the gross sales of the year, amount
ing to $23,084,000, we find a net return from operations for 
that year of $373,885.72, or approximately 0.017 per cent. 

While it might be assumed that there has been some improve
ment in the situation as viewed from the returns to which I 
have just made reference, yet this is not so in fact, because the 
concerns which have shown a profit are found to have diversi
fied their activities, and they are not limited to the production 
of laces alone. For instance, one concern which showed losses 
in each of the years 1926 and 1927 and a profit in 1928 had 
diversified its productions so that in the latter year it produced 
in addition to laces, hosiery, underwear, rugs, and other articles. 
Another of these concerns which has shown very moderate 
profits for each of the years to which reference has been made 
also produces knit goods. Still another one of the e manufac
turers of laces which showed losses in 1926 and 1927, and a 
small profit in 1928, derived much of that profit from real-estate 
operations in the latter year. 

I shall now give a brief review of the history of the lace 
mills of the United States and the results of theh;- operations 
as disclosed from their income-tax returns principally and sup
plemented by reports to their stockholders. I do not propose 
to refer to these by name lest in doing so their credit be 
wholly destroyed or their standing seriously affected. I have 
the facts in detail, however, and if any Senator is interested 
to know more about them I shall gladly place them at his dis
posal that he may make a further examination. 

The first manufacturing concern on my list is domiciled in 
Rhode Island. It was one of the first to be established, and 
has been in operation for 20 years. It has never paid a divi
dend to its stockholders. 

Another concern, also domiciled in Rhode Island, has never 
been successful and has been supported hy outside capital. 

The concern whose name follows on my list, also domiciled. in 
Rhode Island, is a consolidation of two defunct concerns. 
After this consolidation the corporation failed, with liabilities 
of over a cyuarter of a million dollars. 

Again, another concern which operates .25 machines, was 
saved from financial difficulties in 1924 by the acquisition of 
additional capital; but an examination of its income-tax re* 
turns for the years 1926, 1927, and 1928 shows losses aggre* 
gating approximately $75,000. 

I Of the five concerns domiciled in New Jersey and operating 
70 machines, one failed about a year ago ; one made some profits 
during the war, but since then has been losing on an average 
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between $75,000 and $100,000 per year ; and the other are 
family operated mills. . 

Of the three plants domiciled in Pennsylvania, the lace-man
ufacturing equipment in one has been for sale for quite a while, 
and that part of its business has been unsuccessful for years. 
One has failed three times and has recently reorganized, and 
the other has never been successful since its inception. 

Of the 6 plants domiciled in the State of New York and 
operating 80 machines 2 have shown profits for each of the 
three years under observation, though 1 imports as well a.s 
manufactures laces. Two have shown profits one year and 
lo ses for the other two years; and the others have shown 
consistent losses for each of the years under observation. 

Of the four plants domiciled in the State of Connecticut, one 
shows small profits for 2 years and losses for the next ; 
whereas the others show losses for 2 years and profits for the 
remaining 1 year of the period under observation. It is to 
be noted, howe-ver, that those which have shown any profits 
have been engaged in other lines of activity; and from the 
general condition of the lace industry in this country it may 
be said, with no small degree of assurance, that the profits 
derived in any one year probably came from sources other than 
the manufacture of laces. 

I ask that there may be included at this point in my remarks 
·certain cost comparisons on laces. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

FoREIGN AND DoMESTI.C COST COMPARISON OF LACES 

(As submitted, with samples, to the Committee on Ways and Means) 
EXHIBIT NO. 1 .. --'rWO-THlllDS-INCH WIDE, 12-"POINT 

VALENCIENNES LACE (STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 10181: Cost in France per meter November 
13, 1928, centime~ 12; plus 25 per cent, 3 ; centimes net, 
15; exchange at o.93, $0.5895_; add 10 per cent expenses 
plus 90 per cent duty, $0.589o ; total, 1.1790 ; to convert 
meters to dozens by 11, 12.969 : 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) 
per dozen yards---------------------------------·- $0. 1269 

Suggested specific duty_____________________________ . 12 

Total------------------------------------------- .2469 
Domestic sample 5073 : Cost of production at the mill, 

$0.1816 per dozen yards; plus 25 per cent for selling, 
administrative expenses, and profit, $0.0454; total______ ' . 2270 

EXHIBIT NO. 2.-1-INCH WIDE, 12-POINT VALENCIENNES 
LACE (STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 10183 : Cost in France per meter Nov. 
13, 1928, centimes 18 · plus 25 per cent, 4.5 ; centimes net, 
22.5; exchange at 3.93, $0.88425 ; add 10 per cent expenses 
plus 90 per cent duty, $0.88425; total, 1.76850; to convert 
meters to dozens by 11, $0.19453 : 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit), 
per dozen yards---------------------------------- .1945 

Suggested specific duty----------------------------- . 12 

Total-------------------------------------------
Domestic sample 5042 : Cost of production at the mill, 

$0.268 per dozen yards plus 25 per cent for selling ; ad-
ministrative expense and profit, $0.067. TotaL ________ _ 

EXHIBIT NO. 3.-QNE AND ONE-HALF-INCH WIDE, 12-
POINT VAL. LACE (STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 10184: Cost in France per meter Nov. 13, 
1928, centimes 24 ; plus 25 per cent, 6 ; centimes net, 30; 
exchange .at 3.93, 1.1790 ; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 
per cent duty, 1.1790; total, 2.3580; to convert meters to 
dozens by 11, 25.938 : 

----
.8145 

I. 335 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit), 
per dozen yards--------------------------------- ~ 2593 

Suggested specific dutY------------------------------ .18 

Total------------------------------------------- .4393 
Domestic sample 5081 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.329 

per dozen yards plus 25 per cent selling, administrative ex-
penses, and profit, $0.082. TotaL--------------------- • 411 

EXHIBIT NO. 4.-1-INCH METAL LACE (STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 09712 : Cost in France, 0.47; exchange at 
3.93 ; 90 per cent duty plus 10 per cent for expenses: 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit), 
peryard----------------------------------------- .03~ 

Suggested specific duty------------------------------. .01 

ToUU------------------------------------~------- J.04~ 
Domestic sample 18678 : Cost of production at the mill, 

$0.0420, plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, 
and profit, $0.0105. TotaL---------------------------- . 0525 

EXHIBIT NO. 5.-1-INCH SILK CHANTILLY LACE (STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 1762/1486: Cost in France per meter. Jan. 
26, 1929, francs, 0 .37lh, less 10 per cent exchange at 3.93, 
$0.01328; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, 
$0.01328: 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit), 
per yard---------------------·------------------- .1. 0241 

Suggested specific dutY------------------------------ .01 

Total------------------------------------------- _.0341 
Domestic sample 16854: Cost of production at the mill, $0.03 

per yard plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, 
and profits, $0.0075. TotaL--------------------------- • 0375 

EXHIBIT NO. 6.--'rHREFJ-FOURTllS-INCII METAL LACE 
(STAPLE) 

Foreign samples 09717 and 09711 : Cost in France, francs, 
0.31 ; exchange at 3.93 ; 90 per cent duty plus 10 per cent 
for expenses : 

Landed cost (including manufacturers' profit) per 
yard--------------------------------------------- $0. 0225 

Suggested specific dutY------------------------------ .01 
---

Total------------------------------------------- .0325 
Domestic sample 18672 : Cost of production at the mill, 

$0. 03220 ; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses and profit, $0.008. TotaL ____________________________ _ . 04 
EXHIBIT NO. 7.-SEVEN-EIGHTH-INCH CHANTILLY LACE 

(STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 1762/3017: Cost in France January 26, 1929, 
0. 44 francs per meter, less 10 per cent; exchange at 3.93 ; 
$0.0155 ; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, 
$0.0165 ; landed cost per meter, $0.0310 : 

Landed cost-per yard---------------·-------------- . 0282 
Suggested specific duty ------------.-----------------__ ._0_1 __ 

Total _ _: ________ ,_~------------------------------- .0382 
Foreign sample 824/6781 : Cost in France, 0.85 franc less 

40/ 5 per cent; exchange at 3.93, $0.0190 ; add 10 per cent 
expenses plus 90 per cent duty, $0.0190; total $0.0380: 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) per 
yard-------------------------------------------- .0345 

Suggested specific dutY------------------------------___ ._0_1 __ _ 

Total-----------~-- ------------------------------ . 0445 
Domestic sample 17980 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.051 

net per yard ; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative ex
penses, and profits, $0.01275. TotaL-----------------

EXHIBIT NO. 8.-3-INCH COTTON BINCH LACE_(STAPLE) 

Foreign sample 1762/1539: Cost in France per meter Jan. 
26, 1929, 1.35 francs less 10 per cent; exchange at 3.93, 
$0.0530; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, 
$0.0530 ; landed cost per meter, $0.1060: 

. 06375 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) per 
yard-------------------------------------------- .0954 

Suggested specific duty------------------------------ . 03 ____ ___, 

Total---------------------------------------- .1254 
Domestic sample 19250 : Cost of production at the mill, 

$0.115; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, 
and profit, $0.0287. TotaL--------------------------

EXHllliT NO. 9.-COTTON BOBBINElT (NET) 

.1437 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit. 90 per 
cent duty and 10 per cent expenses) per square yard------ • 20% 

Suggested specific dutY-----------------------------------__ ._0_3_%_"'_. 

Total--~-------------------------------------- . 24~ 
Domestic sample 9126: Cost of production at the mill, $0.225 

per yard, plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, 
and profit, $0.056 per yard. Total-------------------

EXHIBIT NO. 10.-SILK NET, 72 INCHES WIDE (NET) 

Foreign sample: Exactly identical quality, imported Decem
ber, 1928. Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' 
profit, 90 per cent duty and 10 per cent expenses) per 

. 281 

yard-..:----------------------------------------------- .64 
Suggested specific dutY---------------------------------- . 10 ----

Total------------------------------------------
Domestic sample 2122 : Cost of production at the mill, 

$0.68 net; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative ex
penses, and profit, $0.17. TotaL------------------------

EXHrnrT NO. 11.-36-INCH METAL ALir-OVER (NOVELTY) 

Foreign sample 1782/414/7945 : Cost in France 13.90 
francs

0 
less 10 and 5 per cent; exchange at 3.93, $0.4664 ; 

add 1 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, $0.4664; 
landed cost per meter, $0.9328 : 

.74 

.85 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) 
per yard --------------------------------------- . 8480 

No specific duty. 

Total------------------------------------------- .8480 
Domestic sample pattern 19772 : Cost of production at the 

mill, $1.06 per yard; plus 25 per cent selling, administra-
tive expenses, and profit, $0.265. TotaL------------·---- 1.325 

EXHIBIT NO. 12.-36-INCH ESPRIT NmT (NOVEIJrY) 

Foreign sample 1915/1016/9536 : Cost in France, August, 
1928, 10.90 francs ; exchange at 3.93 $0.4283 ; add 10 per 
cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, $0.4283 ; landed cost per 
meter, $0.8566: 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) 
--------------------------------------veryard __ $0.78 

No specific duty. 

Total-------------------------------------------- .78 
Domestic sample pattern 12648; cost of production at the 

mill, $1.03 net, net ; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative 
expenses, and profit, $0.26. Total---------------------- 1. 29 

EXHIBIT NO. 13-4o-INCH ESPRIT NElT (NOVELTY) 

Foreign sample 1762/438/129: Cost in France, February 23, 
1928, 8.90 francs less 10/5 per cent; exchange at 3.93, 
$0.2990; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, 
$0.2990 ; landed cost per meter, $0.5980 : 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' cost) 
---------------------------------------Per yard__ .5442 

No specific duty. 

Total----------------------·---------------------- . 5442 
Domestic sample pattern 13508: Cost of production at the 

mill, $0.76 net, net; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative 
expenses, and profit, $0.19. TotaL------------------- . 95 

• 
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EXHIBIT NO. 14.-36-INCH ESPRIT NET (NOVELTY) 

Foreign sample 56580: Cost in France, May 5 19281.. 12.95 
francs, less 10 and 5 per cent; exchange at 3.93, $v.4350; 
add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, $0.4350; 
landed cost per meter, $0.87 : 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) per 
yard---------------------------------------------

No specific duty. 

Total--------------------------------------------
Domestic sample 19682 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.93 

net. net; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, 
and profit, $0.23. TotaL-----------------------------

EXHIBIT NO. 15.-36-INCH BOHEMIAN FLOUNCING 
(NOVELTY) 

Foreign sample . 1763/317/5078: Cost in France per meter, 
14.20 francs, less 10/5/2 per cent; exchange at 3.93, 
$0.4660; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90- per cent duty, 
$0.4660; landed cost per meter, $0.9320: , 

Landed cost ·(including foreign manufacturers profit) per 
yard -------------------------------------------No specific duty. 
Total ___________________________________________ _ 

Domestic sample 20483 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.98 ; 
plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, and profit, 
$0.2450. Total--------------------------------------

EXHffiiT NO. 16.-36-INCH CHANTILLY LACE FLOUNc
ING (NOVELTY) 

Foreign sample 434/1105: Cost in France per meter, .April 11, 
1928, 11.45 francs, less 10/5 per cent; exchange at 3.93, 
$0.3851; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, 
$0.3851; landed cost per meter, $0.7702 : 

Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit), 
per yard-----------------------------------------No specific duty. 

$0. 7817 

. 7817 

1. 16 . 

. 8481 

. 8481 

1.225 

.71 

To~~-------------------------------------------- .71 
Domestic sample 20663 : Cost as of .April, 1929, $0.82 per 

yard; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses, and 
profit, $0.205. TotaL_________________________________ 1. 025 

Mr. HEBERT. It so happens, 1\fr. President, that some of 
the larger mills engaged in this industry in the State of Rhode 
I sland are domiciled in that part of the State where I have 
lived all my life. I am familiar w.ith their problems. I remem
li#er very distinctly when they were organized and their stock
subscription books were opened. It was confidently believed 
at that time that the lace industry was destinoo to become a 
factor in the manufactur,ing life in our community, which up 
to that time had been concentrated almost exclusively in the 
production of cotton textiles. It is sad to relate, after the ex
perience of the years, that many of the mill operatives in my 
community invested their meager savings in the stock of some 
of these factories, hoping, as they had every reason to hope, 
that thev would be successful, would be an asset to the com
munity, and would at least give some measure of return upon 
the investment. 

I think I am safe in saying that none of those mills have 
paid but very meager if any dividends to their stockholders upon 
their investment for the entire pe1iod of approximately 20 years 
~ince their organization. 

The management of these manufacturing plants is competent, 
and there is no reason why their mills should not be successful 
jf they could find a market for their products at a reasonable 
price. For 20 years I have heard it repeated again and again 
that the reason why they can not operate at full capacity and 
why they can not earn anything for the.ir stockholders is 
because of the ruinou competition from abroad, and that they 
will never be successful unless the American market is made 
available to them by the imposition of such rates of duty as 
will at least equalize their costs of production with those 
abroad. 

Congres can do no single act in the consideration of the 
pending bill which would operate so favorably to auy industry 
as to adopt the amendment which I have proposed. Not only 
would the passage of my amendment bring about some degree 
of success to the plants domiciled in Rhode I sland but it would 
provide help to the industry in all the States, and this pro
tection is as much needed in other States as it is by the concerns 
domiciled in Rhode 'Island. 

Under present conditions, with the depression in the textile 
industry in New England, the people there who are dependent 
on lace manufacturing for a livelihood would welcome any 
assistance that can come to them through the medium of this 
added protection. . . . . . 

If there is one item in the pendmg b1ll which Will be of 
benefit to an industry in the State of Rhode Island, I do not 
hesitate to say that the provision which I propose will be, 
and I sincerely hope that it may receive the favorable consid
eration of the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I desire to ask the 
Senator from Rhode Island if the matters which he has been 
presenting were pr~sented to the committees of either House? 

M HEBERT. Mr. President, I did not present them. I 
assume that they were presented. In f~ct, I am informed _that 
representations were made to the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House and as a result of those representations the in
crease was ~ade from 75 per cent in the existing law to 90 
per cent in the pending bill. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The matter, then, was not con
sidered by the Finance Committee of the Senate at all? 

Mr. HEBERT. I am not advised whether the matter was 
considered by the Finance Committee. I do know that the 
Finance Committee left the 90 per cent rate in the bill. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator know whether 
there were any hearings before the Finance Committee? 

Mr. HEBERT. I think not, Mr. President. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. It seems to me, in view of the 

complicated nature of the questions involved in the amendment, 
that the opportunity to present it to the Senate in an under
standable way at this time is rather meager. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. HEBERT. I do. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has one minute left. 
1\fr. SMOOT. May I say to the Senator from Montana that 

wherever a witness up0n any particular item in the bill had 
been heard by the Ways and 1\leans Committee, we announced 
that we very much preferred not to hear him ; and that is why 
their statements are not in the hearings before the Finance 
Committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I find from examining the 
copy of the hearings before me that not only was this m~tter 
presented exhaustively to the Ways and and l\feans Committe~, 
which rai ed the rate from 75 per cent to 90 per cent, but 1t 
was also exhaustively presented to the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance, for it takes up over 100 pages of the 
hearings. 

Mr. SMOOT. It may have been presented before the sub
committee; but I was speaking of the full committee. 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. Of course nobody was heard before the full 
committee. That might be said of the metals schedule and all 
the others. There was a full hearing of more than 100 pages 
before the subcommittee to which this schedule was refened, 
and that subcommittee made no report to the full committee 
recommending an increase ; and, so far as we know, the 
majority members of the Finance Committee unanimously re
fused to increase the rate above 90 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not talking about that. This subcom
mittee may have heard a repetition of what was said before the 
House committee, but I know that was the request made by 
many of the subcommittees. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes; the subcommittees all requested 
witne ses not to repeat what they had said before the Ways 
and Means Committee, and each one of the witnesses said he 
was not going to, and then proceeded to do it. 

l\Ir. President, I was not in charge of this schedule; I was 
not on the subcommittee that did have charge of it; but I am 
not willing to let the rna tter come to a vote without just a 
word, at least. 

The question of lace is largely a question of fashion. When 
women want to wear lace goods, both the domestic manufacturer 
and the importer are prosperous. ·when they do not ifesire to 
wear lace all the tariffs in the world could not make either the 
importer or the domestic manufacturer prosperous, either in the 
manufachlring or in the distribution of lace. 

The rate of duty in the present law, as we have already 
heard, is 75 per cent, which is no mean duty ; and the House 
ha raised it to 90 per cent. I regard a 90 per cent ad valorem 
duty on any commodity as a rather exorbitant duty, except 
under very special circumstances; but, in addition to that 90 
per cent, the Senator from Rhode Island now seeks to incor
porate in the bill amendments which will raise the duty to an 
average of 127 per cent. 

Of course, if the average is 127 per cent we may sa~ely 
assume that some of the higher duties "\'ii.ll range in the neigh
borhood of 150 or 175 or even as high as 200 per cent; and I 
seriously question whether any industry that can not survive 
without 150 or 200 per cent ad valorem duty ought to have 
artificial life injected into it by the levy of these high and 
indefensible rates of duty. It mean that every article that 
any woman in America would purchase that would normally be 
worth $1 would cost her $3, or if it normally were worth $10 
it would cost her $30, because of this tariff which the Senator 
from Rhode Island seeks to impose. 

1\ir. HEBERT. l\Ir. President, will the Senator yield? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island 1 
Mr. BARKLEY. I do. 
Mr. HEBERT. I may say, for the information of the Sena

tor, that the laces that are subject to the provisions of this 
amendment would never go into the making of a gown for a 
woman. They are all narrow laces. The widest one would be 
somewhere in the neighborhood of 4 inches. 

Mr. BARKLEY. They might not go into it, but they might 
go onto it. 

Mr. HEBERT. They .range from half an inch to about 4 
inches. They are the staple narrow laces. They range in 
price from less than half a cent a yard to 4 or 5 cents per yard. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not regard a 4-inch-wide lace as being 
an extremely narrow lace. It strikes me that it is rather a 
healthy looking piece of lace. 

In view of the fact that this lace now bears a duty of 90 
per cent and in view of the fact that we have no reliable infor
mation here, in addition to what was submitted to the two com
mittees, justifying this increase from 90 to 127 per cent, I do 
not see how the Senate can adopt the amendment providing for 
the increase, unless they are obsessed with the idea that they 
ought to increase every tariff where an increase is requested. 

Mr. SMOOT and other Senators addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. .Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield, and to whom? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to correct the statement 

made by the Senator from Rhode Island. The present law is 
90 per cent, not 75 per cent. Laces, lace window curtains, 
burnt-out laces, and so forth, carry a rate of 90 per cent ad 
valorem. Embroideries not specifically provided for, orna
mented with beads, and so forth, have a duty of 75 per cent; 
but laces carry a rate of 90 per cent, the same as in the House 
bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There was some confusion as to the pres
ent rate. Some of them are dutiable at 75 per cent, and some 
of them are dutiable at 90 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not the laces-the embroideries. 
1\Ir. BARKLEY. Under this paragraph that the Senator is 

seeking to amend, some of them bear a 75 per cent rate, and 
some of them 90 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the Senator's amendment does not apply 
to that, because he says specifically in his amendment that it 
refers to the narrow laces. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That makes the case still worse. If, after 
presenting the matter to the Ways and Means Committee, they 
could not get the increase, I think that is prima facie evidence 
that they do not need it or are not entitled to it; and when they 
go through the sifter of the Finance Committee with the same 
evidence and a reiteration of it and can not get the Finance 
Committee to recommend an increase, I think they have still 
fewer legs to stand on. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I wanted to do was to have the RECORD 
straight. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We are asked here, without any report from 
the Finance Committee of the Senate or the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House, without any reliable information ex
cept that which has been gathered or collated or separated or 
segregated by some manufacturers' association, to take this 
action. Of course, I understand that the Senator from Rhode 
Island himself is compelled to rely upon the accuracy of that in
formation. There has been no investigation by the Tariff Com
mission. There has been submitted no impartial information 
upon which we may intelligently vote for an increase in the 
duty on these laces. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BARKLEY . . I yield. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has three minutes re

maining. 
Mr. HEBERT. I stated in the course of my argument that 

the Tariff Commission have been engaged in an investigation of 
this industry since 1923. They have not yet announced their 
findings. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. 
l\fr. HEBERT. I think I am safe in saying, however, that 

they find that in order to equalize the cost of production be
tween Europe and the United States, the duty must be on the 
average 1.27 per cent, as my amendment provides. I think I am 
safe in saying that that will be the :figure of the Tariff Com·
mission. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I presume that upon that basis if the Tariff 
Commission were about to recommend or :find that 500 per cent 
was necessary to absorb the difference in the cost of manufac
ture of laces in the United States and Europe, the Senator 
would advocate a duty of 500 per cent on these articles. 

That raises the whole question as to how far we may go above 
100 per cent, how far we may go above doubling the value of 
any article, with justice to the American people, in order to 
make it possible for somebody to manufacture the article in the 
United States. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, the Senator asks me how far 
I would go to protect an American industry. I will say to him: 
that there is no limit to which I would not go to protect an 
American industry and American workingmen. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am satisfied of that, from the Senator's 
position. 

What I said was that if it took 500 per cent ad valorem, 
which would be, of course, in the nature of an embargo, which 
would compel the American woman to buy lace made in the 
United States and pay :five or ten times as m:uch for it as for 
the lace imported, he would be in favor of that sort of tax. I 
am not. I am willing to go any reasonable distance, and I 
think when we have gone to 100 per cent, we have gone about 
as far as reason dictates. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I wanted to ask the Senator 
from Kentucky a question, but the Chair announced he had only 
three minutes left, so I am going to ask him the question in my 
time. 

I want to inqui1·e whether the Senator from Kentucky knows 
of any other article or commodity in the cotton schedule which 
carries a rate of duty of almost 100 per cent? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not; and I think I am safe in saying 
there is no such article. · There is no such article in the woolen 
schedule. The rayon schedule, which we debated at such length 
on two occasions, carries no such rate, except in the event of the 
possible lowering of the price of rayon, when the minimum of 40 
cents a po~d might amount to more than 100 per cent. There 
is no case in any of these textile schedules or items which pro
vides for a combination of rates that amounts to more than 100 
per cent, as I now recall. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. BLAINE. I want to pursue the inquiry just a little 

farther and ask the chairman of the Committee on Finance if 
there is any commodity or article in the CC'tton schedule which 
carries a rate as high as nearly 100 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. SMOOT. There are rates in the present law of 90 per 
cent on some of the very items we are discussing. 

_Mr. BLAINE. Not over 90 per cent? 
Mr. SMOOT. Not that I recall. 
l\fr. BLAINE. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. COPELAl"\TD. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 

from Kentucky what is the rate on these articles? 
Mr. BARKLEY. The rate in the act of 1922 on these par

ticular articles is 90 per cent. The Senator from Rhode Island 
said a while ago that it was 75 per cent, but he is mistaken. 
The testimony before the Finance Committee shows that the 
present rate is 90 per cent. The producers went before the 
Ways and Means Committee and sought an increase, which was 
refused by that committee and by the House. They also aP
peared before the subcommittee of the Finance Committee hav
ing charge of this schedule and asked for an increase, and the 
subcommittee denied the increase, and the full committee 
denied it. 

Here on the floor of the Senate, without any additional infor
mation, without any report from any source justifying it, we 
are asked to increase this rate from 90 per cent to 127 per 
cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. It covers only part of the laces? 
Mr. BARKLEY. It covers only part of the laces provided 

for in section 1529. It covers only those in subsection (a), 
which, of course, form a considerable category within them
selves. 

If the Senator will read the different sorts of laces enumer
ated from the middle of page 222 to the middle of page 223, 
and then reflect that this amendment adds to the duties pro
vided in that subsection the specific duties provided in the 
amendment, he will find that the amendment co>ers a con
siderable :field of laces, although not all the laces mentioned in 
paragraph 1529. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is the Senato;r familiar with all these 
types-flouncings, all-overs, ruffiings, flutings, and so forth? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have only a superficial acquaintance \Yith 
flouncings. 

Mr. COPELAND. As a matter of fact, these are all more or 
less luxuries, are they not? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will have to ask the women 
about that. They may regard an article of wearing apparel 
which contains lace as a luxury, -and they may regard it as a 
necessity. It probably would depend a good deal on the ques-



5622 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-SEN ATE MARCH 19 
tion of the style. If it is out of style, it is no longer a neces
sity, probably not even a luxury, and that is the whole trouble 
with not only the lace industry, but the embroidery industry. 
"'"r omen no longer wear embroidered articles, and in order to 
relieve that situation, many embroidery factoties have gone 
to making other articles in order to keep their machinery in 
operation and their men employed. No sort of tariff on the 
things they have been compelled· to abandon by a change in 
style will help them, and that is the situation, very largely, 
that pertains to the lace industry. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is it the argument of the Senator that 
they must go out of business or do something else? 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. That is what they think. 
1\Ir. COPELAND. I did not follow the argument of the Sen

ator from Rhode Island closely. 
1\lr. BARKLEY. Probably the Senator would not admit that, 

but it is a fact that where machinery has been employed, and 
factories have been operated, to make a certain type of wearing 
apparel, and, by the decree of some fashion maker, that article 
is no longer stylish, of course, the machinery must become idle, 
or they must find something else to make which would appeal 
to those who have been wearing the article previously made. 

l\Ir. COPELAND: Let us assume that the Senator's position 
is correct, and that these concerns will go out of business if 
there is not anything for them to do. Then, of course, when 
the articles are in style, the foreign product will come along 
with no American competition, and our women certainly will 
be at the mercy of the foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is purely speculative. 
Mr. COPELAND. Most of our tariff's are that way; are they 

not? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that I would not 

think it would be ound economics or sound legislation to place 
a prohibitive tariff or an exorbitant tariff on an article which 
had gone out of style, and which the American producer had 
been compelled to abandon, in order to protect a thing which is 
no longer in use. If the American people will not wear a thing, 
they can not be compelled to wear it by increasing the tariff on 
it. The increase in the tariff would not keep their machines 
busy producing something which the American women would not 
wear. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator knows that fashion makers 
are all the time changing the fashions in order that they may 
sell new garments. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAND. So it would seem to me that it would be 

good American policy to maintain our institutions if we can. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I agree with that; but when they can not 

be maintained becnuse the people will not wear what they make, 
how can we remedy that by making it more expensive to wear 
what they make? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. HEBERT]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l't!r. GEORGE. Mr. Pre ident, I want to make a brief state

ment. The highest duty imposed under the cotton schedule is in 
paragraph 920, Nottingham lace-curtain machine products, and 
the equivalent ad valorem rate based on the imports of 1928, 
under the Senate bill as it now stands, is 60 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The highest duty in Schedule 10, flax, hemp, jute, which in
cludes the linens, of course, is 73.25 per cent ad valorem. 

The highest ad valorem equivalent, based upon the imports of 
1928, in the wool schedule, is under paragraph 1109, cloth, 
heavy-weight fabrics of wool, where the rate is 84.10 per cent. 

The highest rate under the silk schedule is 65 per cent ad 
valorem. That rate is imposed upon manufactures of silk not 
specifically provided for. 

The highest rate under the rayon schedule is 72.46 per cent 
ad valorem, and that is the rate on knit fabrics and knit goods 
of rayon, falling under paragraph 1309. 

The present duty upon these laces is 90 per cent, and under 
the scale of rates proposed by the Senator from Rbode Island 
the average would amount to 127 per cent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
1\Ir. CAPPER (when his name was called). On this question 

I am paired with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. BRATTON], 
who is necessarily absent. If I were permitted to vote, I would 
vote "yea." 

Mr. l\fETOALF (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator f-rom Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS]. If I 
were at liberty to vote, I would vote " yea!' 

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Iowa ' [Mr. STECK]. He 
being absent and I not knowing how he would vote, I withhold 
my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote " yea." 

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). I am paired 
on this vote with the junior Senator from illinois [1\Ir. GLENN]. 
Therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the junior Senator from Tenne see [Mr. BROCK]. 
If permitted to vote, I would vote " yea." 

Mr. THOl\f.AS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOK
HART]. If permitted to vote, I should vote "yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On this vote 
I ha>e a pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc
KELLAR]. If free to vote, I would vote "yea." 

l\1r. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. I 
am unable to obtain a transfer and therefore withhold my 
vote. I am told that if the Senator from South Carolina were 
present he would vote "nay." If I were privileged to vote, I 
would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs: 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE] with the Senator 

from .A1·kansas [Mr. CARAWAY] ; 
The Senator from Illinois [1\Ir. DENEEN] with the Senator 

from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN]; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON]; 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETI.'] with the Sellll.

tor from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS]; 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING]; 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. RoBSION] with the Senator 

from Washington [Mr. DILL] ; 
The Senator ·om Missouri [Mr. PA'I'TE:RSON] with the Senator 

from New York [Mr. WAGNER] ; 
The Senator from Connecticut [l\lr. lliNGHA?.I] with the Sena

tor from Virgini~ [l\Ir. GLAss]; and 
The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY] with the Senator 

from Mississippi [Mr. HAB.R.IsoN]. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator 

from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] has a general pair with the 
Senator from l\1innesota [l\fr. SHIPSTEA.D]. 

The roll call resulted-yeas 26, nays 20, as follows: 

Allen 
Baird 
Copeland 
Dale 
Fess 
Goff 
Goldsborough 

Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Connally 
Cutting 

Grundy 
Hale 
Hastings 
Hatfield 
Hebert 
Jones 
Kean 

YEA.S-26 
Kendl"ick 
Keyes 
McCulloch 
Oddie 
Phipps 
Pine 
Robinson, Ind. 

NAY8-20. 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
George 
Han·is 
Heflin 

NOT 

Howen 
La Follette 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 

VOTING-50 
Ashurst Gillett Metcalf 
Bingham Glass Moses 
Blease Glenn Ovet·man 
Borah Gould Patterson 
Bratton Greene Pittman 
Brock Harrison Ransdell 
Brookhart IIaWC'S need 
Broussard Hayden Robinson, Ark. 
Capper Johnson Robsion, Ky. 

g~~~::J ~~Weuar ~~r!f~~~sd 
Deneen McMaster Smith 
Dill MCl~ary Steck 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Vandenberg 
Walcott 

Schall 
Sheppard 
Swanson 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Stephens 
Sullivan 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Tl·ammell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Waterman 
Watson 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this question the yeas are 2G 
and the nays are 20, with the following Senators present who 
are paired, thus constituting a quorum: Senators WATSON, 
THoMAs of Idaho, SULLIVAN, CAPPER, METCALF, TowNSEND, 
STEPHENs, and MosES. So the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, did the Chail· state 
that there were 26 yeas and 20 nays, and the other Senators 
were paired, making a quorum? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was• the statement of the 
Chair. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to offer tlle following 
amendment and have it read, prtnted, and lie on tlle table. It 
relates to lumber. 

The VICE PRESID:JnNT. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table, and the clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
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On page 118, after line 3, insert the following paragraph : 
"PAR·.-. Timber hewn, sided, OL' squared, otherwise than by sawing, 

and round timber used for spars or in building wharves ; sawed lumber 
and timber not specially provided for; all the foregoing, if of fir, spruce, 
pine, hemlock, or larch; railroad ties, and telephone, telegraph, trolley, 
and electric-light poles of any wood; all the foregoing, $1.50 per thou
sand feet, board measure, and in estimating board measure for the pur
poses of this paragraph no deduction shall be made on account of 
planing, tonguing, and grooving." 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state thut I hope, when the amend
ment comes up to-morrow, that we may reach an agreement with 
reference to a limitation of debate. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I desire, at the request of an
other Senator, to enter a motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
the Senate concurred in the amendment made in Committee of 
the Whole to paragraph 1530, the vote rejecting the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. OnDm] as a sub
stitute therefor, relating to hides. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I inquire when the vote was 

taken on paragraph 1530? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. On last 1\Ionday. 
Mr. GEORGE. I want to make a very brief statement. As 

I recollect it, upon the lace schedule upon which we have just 
voted there was a full hearing before the House Ways and 
Means Committee. There was likewise a full hearing before a 
subcommittee of the Senate Finance Committee. I want to call 
the attention of the country to the fact that, as I qnderstood 
the vote, every member constituting the majority of that C'Jm
.mittee voted for the rate which has just been inserted by the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And that in spite of the fact, so far as we 
know and so far as the record shows, that there was no justifica
tion for the increase which was proposed. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the basjs of my statement, that upon 
the showing made, full and complete, the entire majority mem
bership of the Finance Committee, so far as we know, certainly 
a majority of the majority, then voted against increasing the 
rate above 90 per cent ad valorem, but to-night all the members 
of the majority of that committee who were present and were 
voting, as I understood the vote, voted for an average ad valorem 
rate upon laces of 127 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator 
from Georgia that those laces are the narrow laces, not to exceed 
3 inches in width, and they are also classified by the number of 
holes to the square inch. That makes a difference. 

Mr. GEORGE. They were narrow laces when the showing 
was made before the Ways and Means Committee and the 
Finance Committee, and they contain the same number of holes 
now that they did then. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1\Ir. President, I also desire that 
the RECORD should show that quite a number of Senators, ap
prehending probably that a further vote would not be taken 
to-night, it now being 5 minutes after 10 o'clock, left the Cham
ber and wer.e·not present when the last vote was takeu. Among 
them are the Senator from Oklahoma [1\:lr. THOMAS], the Sen
ator from South Carolina [Mr. BLE~SE], the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. HAwEs], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN], 
the Senator from Nevada [l\Ir. PITTMAN], and the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL], all on the Democratic side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. SMOOT. And I suppose they all had pairs. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Those I named were not paired, I 

understand. • 
MARY J. JEFFRESS 

Mr. W A.TSON submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 
241), which was refeiTed to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and 
directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to Mary .T. 
.Jeffress, daughter of Ollie .Tetircss, late a laborer under the supervision 
of the Sergeant at Arms, a sum equal to six months' compensation at 
the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to 
be considered inclusive of funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

OMIN ATIONS REFERRED 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate nominations 
of officers in the Dipl()matic and Foreign Service and in the 
Coast Guard, which were refened to the appropriate com
mittees. 
RELIEF OF :hiRS. MERCEDES MARTINEZ VIUDA DE SANCHEZ, A DOMINI

CAN SUBJECT (H. DOC. NO. 320) 

The VICE P'i!ESIDENT laid -before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 

LXX;II--354 

read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 
To the Oon.g1·ess of tlw United States: 

I transmit herewith a report regarding the request of Mrs. 
1\Iercedes Martinez Viuda de Sanchez, widow of Emeterio San
chez, for an award which will enable her to be provided with 
the necessities of life. 

I recommend. in accordance with the suggestion of the Acting 
Secretary of State that the Congress, as an act of grace and 
without reference to the legal liability of the United States 
in the matter, authorize an appropriation for $500, to be paid to 
Mrs. Sanchez as a recognition of the meritorious services ren
dered by her deceased husband in rescuing certain American 
seamen and to relieve to a certain extent her present financial 
condition. 

HERBERT HoovER. 
THEl WHITE HOUSEl, Ma1·ch ;1.9, 1930. 

RECESS 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a reces · until 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 10 o'clock and 
8 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Thmsday, March 
20, 1!>30, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINA'l'IONS 
E .recu.tive . nominatim1s t·eceivecl by tlze Senate Man:h 19 (legis

lative day of January 6), 1930 
SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIO SERVICE 

Edward J . Sparks, of New York, now a Foreign Service officer 
of c1ass 8 and a consul, to be also a secretary in the Diplomatic 
Service of the United States of America. 

COAST GUARD 
The following-named officers to be lieutenants (junior grade) 

(temporary) in the Coast Guard of the United States, to take 
effect from date of oath : 

Ensign (temporary) Roland E. Simpson. 
Ensign (temporary) Lester C. Griese. 
Ensign (temporary) Herbert F . Walsh. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, lJf arch 19, 19.30 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

0 Lord our God, justice and judgment are the habitations 
of Thy throne ; mercy and truth sllall go before Thy face. In 
Thy name may we rejoice, for Thou art our defense and the 
Holy One of Israel is our King! Be pleased to remember all 
in authority; may their trusts be administered in the fear of 
God and with true hearts. We not only pray for our own 
country but for the lands of the whole earth. So extend our 
vision that we shall take into our sympathy the welfare of 
every nation. Bestow upon them the blessings of peace, educa
tion, and true religion to inspire them and lead them to dis
charge their duties toward God and toward their fellow men. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read anJ. 
approved. 

STAR-SPANGLED BANNER 

1\lr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I aRk unanimous consent 
to address the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ohject, I 

shall not object to a 3-minute address at this time. We have 
some important legislation which we desire to finish up this 
week. I shall object to any more unanimous-consent requests · 
to address the House until we have finished the bus bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Maryland is recognized for three minutes. 

There wns no objection. 1 

l\1r. LINTHICUM. 1\fr. Speaker, I have obtained this time in 
order to read to the House a clipping which I cut from the 
Washington Post of this morning: 
KIN OF FRANCIS SCOTT KEY HEARS PERSHING LAUD SONG-Gll.ANDDAUGHTER 

OF COMPOSER OF " STAR-SPANGLED BANNER " TELLS RADIO AUDIENCE OB' 

CIRCUMSTANCES SL'"RROUNDING NATIONAL .\N'.fHEM'S WRITING 

Bristling with pride, and controlling her emotions with difficulty, 
the granddaughter of Francis Scott Key sat by the side of Gen. John .T. 
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Pershing last night as the commander of the American Expeditionary 
Forces in the World War broadcast an address on The National An
them over the coast-to-coast hook up of the National Broadcasting Co. 
Prior to General Pershing's remarks, Mrs. Arthur Tilghman BL"ice, 70, 
told the r.adio audience something of her grandfather's experiences on the 
night that he wrote The Star-Spangled Banner. 

"Young America," she said, "as the granddaughter of the man who 
gave this country its national anthem, I extend you patriotic greetings. 
It is my earnest prayer that you will all grow up to be good, law-abiding 
citizens who will appreciate the wonderful blessings of this great country 
of ours, the land of the free and t he home of the brave." 

With eloquence born of simplicity, .Mrs. Brice r ecounted tales that her 
mother had told her of the emotions that swayed the great composer 
during the bombardment of Fort McHenry at Baltimore, and the bloody 
dawn that found "Old Glory" still above the ramparts. 

General Pershing, the last speaker in a series of talks on the flag, 
exhorted young America to observe strictly the outward forms of honor 
and devotion to the national emblem. " The Star-Spangled Banner is 
a battle epic, a song of vict ory, a thanksgiving prayer, and a patriotic 
expression," he said. 

"The flag is a supreme symbol of that lofty patriotism without which 
the Republic could not long endure. No one is too young to learn the 
responsibilities of citizens who live under its protection, and none too 
old to fulfill the obligation it imposes." 

The program was opened and closed with music by the Marine Band, 
under the direction of Capt. Taylor Branson. 

I have read this article from the Post, in order to call par
ticular attention to the expression of Gen. John J. Pershing, 
commander of the American Expeditionary Forces in the World 
War. I call particular attention to his expression-

The Star-Spangled Banner is a battle epic, a .... song of victory, a 
thanksgiving prayer, and a patriotic expression. 

This, coming from the man who commanded 2,000,000 men 
in France, should answer the criticisms of those who have had 
no contact with the soldier boys of our country. 

I have also read it to call attention to the expression of Mrs. 
Arthur Tilghman Brice, the elderly granddaughter of Francis 
Scott Key, composer of the anthem. It must be remembered 
that 5,000,000 patriotic people of the United States have in
dorsed my bill to have Congress adopt the Star-Spangled Ban
ner as our national anthem, and that 150 patriotic organiza
tions, 26 governors of our various States, and numerous busi
ness organizations have likewise asked for this enactment. 

I sincerely trust, Mr. Speaker, that we shall soon be able to 
have the House act upon this measure. [Applause.] 

UNEMPLOYMENT AND MERGERS GO HAND IN HAND 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the REcoRD on the railroad merger. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, in this age of labor-saving ma

chinery we are bearing much about the unemployment problem. 
During recent years many men have been thrown out of work 
because machinery has been perfected which could do the work 
formerly accomplished by man power, and for this reason fewer 
men are needed to-day in industrial enterprises, and still there 
is a greater production of goods than was possible before labor
saving machinery took the place of labor. 

This change bas been going on for many years ; but for the 
fact that new industries, such as the automobile industry, have 
come into existence to create work for men thrown out of other 
lines of employment this country would be facing a crisis. 

Then, during recent years, it has become fashionable to have 
chain stores, chain banks, and mergers of rival business enter
prises. We see this taking place all about us. The little mer
chant is fast becoming an institution of the past, and the chain 
store is crowding him out of the local communities. The coun
try and smaller city banks are likewise affected and, with the 
mergers and consolidations of banking institutions, and the 
creation of holding companies for the control of our credit are 

·fast passing from the localities where banking is done, and are 
becoming concentrated and centralized in limited places. 

American industrial development has always been based upon 
the principle of competition. Communities have grown up 
where they have conducted their own affairs, free from the 
domination of distant influences. All of this is now threatened 
by the merger, combination, and consolidation theory which is 
taking place all over this country. 

The merger idea now appears to have become popular among 
the captains of finance, who are interested in the transportation 
systems of this country. The Inte1·state Commerce Commission 
some time ago announced a general plan for consolidation of the 
railroads in the United States into 21 systems. I do not now 
intend to talk about this great general plan that has been pro-

posed. I do, however, wru;tt to call attention to a decision of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission which. was made on February 
11, 1930, and with which the people of my district are greatly 
concerned. 

This decision permits the consolidation of the Great Northern 
and Northern Pacific Railway companies under one head. The 
people who planned this "merger" have organized a Delaware 
corporation and, if their plans are worked out successfully, my 
constituents in St. P aul will eventually find two great trans
portation systems which have important terminals in the city 
of St. Paul controlled entirely by a foreign corporation. The 
control of the State of Minnesota over the e great railroads will 
be lost, and the welfare of my people in the transportation 
problem will become a matter of secondary consideration, while 
the great eastern bankers will have to have their way about 
things o that dividends may be paid. 
· ·There are many objections to this proposed merger. My prin
cipal objection to it, however, is the fact that it enables two 
competing roads to merge and consolidate, and in this way 
work to the detriment of the people of St. Paul. If this merger 
is permitted to be accomplished, those two railroads will then 
become one in the city of St. Paul. If this merger is perfected, 
they will be in position to attempt to accomplish their work 
with a smaller number of men than are employed at the present 
time. Railroad employees will be thrown out of employment. 
Their families will .suffer. Thousands of men are now employed 
in the city of St. Paul by these two great competing roads. Not 
only will these men be thrown out of employment and be forced 
to seek work elsewhere, to sell their homes at a sacrifice, and 
to remove their families among strangers and start in to fight 
the battles of life over again ; but, more important than this, 
the community will suffer because the merchants and business 
enterprises of St. Paul will find themselves seriously affected 
by this strange change which will take place. These railroad 
employees live in St. Paul, spend their money in St. Paul, and 
the business life of the city is dependent upon them for its 
existence. 

Everyone in this city, moreover, is seriously concerned with 
this proposed merger because, if this merger is effected, the 
various communities will suffer from an impairment of service. 
"Competition is the life of trade " is an old pb1·ase. It is 
sound. It is just as true to-day as it was years ago. 

It is important to remember that where there is no competi
tion not only passenger but freight business will be handled 
just as the operating road cares to handle it, and as time goes 
on the splendid service which the people of St. Paul are now 
receiving from the railroad companies will be diminished and 
impaired. If there is no competition, there is no object to ar
range proper and effective train schedules for passenger service. 
If there is no competition, there is no object in handling freight 
rapidly and in the best interests of the shipper. I do not be
lieve that there is any matter which more seriously concerns 
us now than this p'roposed merger because of i ts effect on 
service to the public by our transportation companies. 

If this merger were really in the interests of the shippers of 
the Northwest, I should not oppose it; but the economies that 
will be effected by eliminating a great many employees will 
in fact be at the expense of good service to the public, both in 
freight and passenger schedules. 

It is assumed that these two railroads now competing are 
being run efficiently and are well managed. If they are not, 
then the solution is to reorganize each of them and see that 
they are managed efficiently. 

If they are properly run, then reductions to effect additional 
economies can be only at the expense of the present schedules 
and service, which have been demonstrated to be e sential. 

It is not the operating overhead of these two railroads that 
is preventing reduction of freight rates, for under existing com
peting conditions these roads have made application for lowered 
rates. It was denied by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
under pressure of eastern interests, and had nothing to do with 
local hauling costs. 

The argument for the merger that it would result in lower 
transportation costs to the Northwest is camouflage and not 
justified. 

So, rather than benefit by the merger, St. Paul and the North
west would suffer doubly; first, by poorer service resulting from 
lack of competition, and, second, from a substantial increase in 
unemployment. This merger distinctly is not only not in the 
public interest but very much opposed to it. 

OALENDA.R. WEDNESDAY 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk 
will call the committees. 

The Clerk called the Committee on Coinage, Weight , and 
Measures. 
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DISCONTINUANCE OF COINAGE OF $2.50 GOLD PIECES 

1\fr. PERKINS. 1\fr. Speaker, I call up the bill, H. R. 9894, 
to discontinue the coinage of the $2.50 gold pieces, which is on 
the Union Calendar, and I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls up 
the bill H. R. 9894, on the Union Calendar, and asks unanimous 
consent that it be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New Jersey? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc._, That hereafter the two and one-half dollar gold 

piece shall not be coined or issued by the Treasury. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
COINAGE OF SILVER 50-CENT PIECES IN COMMEMORATION OF GADSDEN 

PURCHASE 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 2029, 
to authorize the coinage of silver 50-cent pieces in commemora
tion of the seventy-fifth anniversary of the Gadsden purchase, 
on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from . New Jersey calls up 
the bill H. R. 2029, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That in commemoration o! the seventy-fifth an

niversary of the acquisition by the United States of that cerfain ter
ritory bounded on the north in part by the Gila River, on the east 
in part by the Rio Grande, on the south by the Republic of Mexico, 
and on the west by the Colorado River, and known as the Gadsden Pur
chase, there shall be coined in the mints of the United States sil>er 
50-cent pieces to the number of 10,000, such 50-cent pieces to be of a 
standard troy weight, composition, diameter, and design as shall be fixed 
by the Director of the Mint and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which said 50-cent pieces shall be legal tender in any pay
ment of their face value. 

SEC. 2. The coins herein authorized shall be is ued only upon the 
rt>quest of the Gadsden Purchase Coin Committee in such numbers and 
at such times as they shall request upon payment by such committee 
to the United States of the par value of such coins. 

SEC. 3. All laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver coins 
of the United States and the coining or striking of the same, regulating 
and guarding the process of coinage, providing for the purchase of 
materia], and for the transportation, distribution, and redemption of 
the coins, for the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, for secur
ity of the coin or for any other purpose, whether said laws are penal 
or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage 
herein authorized : Provided, That the United States shall not be sub
ject to the expense of making the necessary dies and other preparation 
of this coinage. 

1\Ir. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the purpo:::e of this bill is to 
authorize the Trea ·ury to coin 10,000 50-cent silver pieces in 
commemoration of the seventy-fifth anniversary of the Gadsden 
purchase. The Gadsden purchase was an event of interna
tional importance. There can be no loss to the Treasul'y be
cause the entire 10,000 50-cent pieces have been subscribed for, 
and a guaranty made to the Treasury that there will be no loss 
by reason of the minting of the coins. There- is no opposition 
except the usual opposition on the part of the Treasury Depart
ment, which does not like to have the coinage system used to 
commemorate occasions of this kind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
thh.·d reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed anu read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
COINAGE OF 50-CENT PIECES IN COMMEMORATION OF THE FOUNDING 

OF THE MASSACHUSET-TS BAY COLONY 

1\Ir. PERKIN'S. 1\Ir. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 6846, 
to authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration 
of the three hundredth anniversary of the founding of the 
l\Iassachusetts Bay Colony. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls up 
the bill H. R. 6846, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That in commemoration of the three hunJ.redth 

anniversary of the founding of the Massachusetts Bay Colony and 

constitutional government authority is .hereby granted for the coining 
at the mints of the United States of 500,000 silver 50-cent pieces of 
such design as the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may select; but the United States shall not 
be subject to the expense of making the · models or master dies or other 
preparations for this coinage. 

SEc. 2. All laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver coins 
of the United States and the eoining or striking of the same, regu
lating and guarding the process of coinage, providing for the purchase 
of material, for the transportation, distribution, and redemption of 
the coins, for the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, for 
security of the coin, or for any other purposes, whether said laws are 
penal or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage 
authorized by this act. 

1 
SEC. 3. The coins authorized by this act shall be issued only to an 

authorized agent of the Massachusetts Bay Tercentenary (Inc.) upon 
payment by such corporation of the face value of such coins. 

1\:Ir. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is similar to the bill 
just pas ed. 'It authorizes the coinage of 500,000 50-cent silver 
pieces to commemorate the founding of the Massachusetts Bay 
Colony in 1630, an event of great importance to our country. 
The opposition is similar to the opposition mentioned with ref
erence to the last bill. •The founding of the Massachusetts Bay 
Colony is being celebrated throughout New England by 103 
cities and by the State of Massachusetts and is of such a 
character as to justify its commemoration in our coinage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

EDMUNDO VALDEZ MURILLO 

Mr. RANSLEY. l\fr. Speaker, owing to an emergency, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table and con
sider at this time Senate Joint Resolution 69, authorizing the 
Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the United 
States Military Academy at West Point, Edmundo Valdez 
1\furillo, a citizen of Ecuador. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it will be 
necessary to have these bills passed before the middle of next 
month? 

1\lr. RANSLEY. That is true, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate joint 

resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au

thorized to permit Edmundo Valdez Murillo to receive instruction at the 
United States Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no ex
pense shall be caused to the United States thereby, and that Edmundo 
Valdez Murillo shall agree to comply with all regulations for the police 
and discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give his utmost 
efl'ot·ts to accomplish the courses in the various departments of instruc
tion, and that said Edmundo Valdez Murillo shall not be admitted to 
the academy until he shall have passed the mental and physical ex
aminations prescribed for candidates from the United States, and that 
he shall be immediately withdrawn if deficient in studies or in conduct 
and so recommended by the academic board : And p1"o1:ided furtller, That 
in the case of said Edmundo Valdez Murillo the provisions of sections 
1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be SllSpended 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
Senate joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was ordered to be read the third time, was read 

the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was 

passed was laid on the table. 
VICENTE MEJIA AND ANTONIO INESTROZA 

Mr. RANSLEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table and consider Senate Joint Reso
lution 72. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate Joint Resolution 72 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for in
struction at the United States Military Academy at West Point two 
citizens of Honduras, namely, Vicente Mejia and Antonio Inestroza 
Re~wlved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and be her by is, author-

ized to permit Vicente Mejia and Antonio Inestroza to receive ins truc
tion at the United States Military Academy at West Point: Provided, 
That no expense shall be caused to the United States thereby, and that 
these Ilonduran subjects shall agree to comply with all regulations for 
the pollee and discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give 
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their utmost elforts to accomplish the courses in the various depart
ments of instruction, and that these Honduran subjects shall not be 
admitted to the academy until they shall have passed the mental and 
physical examinations prescribe4 for candidates from the United States, 
and that they shall be immediately withdrawn if deficient in studies 
or in conduct and so recommended by the academic board : And provided 
further, That in the case of said Vicente Mejia and Antonio Inestroza 
the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall 
be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate joint re..,olution was ordered to be read a third 

time, was · read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

GODOFREDO .ARBIETA A., JR. 

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table and consider Senate Joint Resolu
tion 100. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Senate Joint Resolution -.1.00 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to receive, for in
struction at the United States Military Academy at West Point, Godo
fredo Arrieta A., jr., a citizen of Salvador 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au

thorized to permit Godofredo Arrieta A., jr., to receive instruction at 
the United States Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no 
expense shall be caused to the United States thereby, and that Godofredo 
Arrieta A., jr., shall agree to comply with all regulations for the police 
and discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give his utmost 
efforts to accomplish the courses in the various d~artments of instruc
tion, and that said Godofredo Arrieta A., jr., shall not be admitted to 
the academy until he shall have passed the mental and physical exami
nations prescribed for candidates from the United States, and that he 
ahall be immediately withdrawn if deficient in studies or in conduct 
and so recommended by the academic board: Pro-vided further, That in 
the case of said Godofredo Arrieta A., jr., the provisions of sections 
1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection: 
The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was 

passed was laid on the table. 
SENOR GUILI.oERMO GOMEZ 

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table and consider Senate Joint Resolu
tion 107. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Senate Joint Resolution 107 

Joint resolution authorizing the Sec1·etary of War to receive for instruc
tion at the United States Military Academy at West Point Senor 
Guillermo Gomez, a citizen of Colombia. 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author

ized to permit Senor Guillet·mo Gomez to receive instruction at the United 
States Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall 
be caused to the United States thereby, and that Senor Guillermo 
Gomez shall agree to comply with all regulations for the police and 
discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give his utmost efforts 
to accomplish the courses in the various departments of instruction, and 
that said Senor Guillermo Gomez shall not be admitted to the academy 
until he shall have passed the mental and physical examination prescribed 
for candidates from the United States and that he shall be immediately 
withdrawn if deficient in studies or in conduct and so recommended by 
the academic board : Provided further, That in the case of said Senor 
Guillermo Gomez the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Re
vised Statutes shall be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the thir(l time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was 

passed was laid on the table. 
NATIONAL DISABLED SOLDIERS' LEAGUE (INC.) 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH] for 10 
minutes. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, :five 
years ago the House of Representatives authorized an investi
gation of the National Disabled Soldiers' League (Inc.), and 
the Speaker appointed a committee, of which I had the honor 
of being chairman, to inve tigate this organization. The com
mittee found that the so-called National Disabled Soldiers' 
League was not national in any sense. It had only about four 
or :five members, but had raised $295,000 through a pencil
selling campaign, which funds we located in various banks of 
the country, of which only about $2,500 went to aid the dis
abled veterans. 

We helped to secure a :fraud order against the National Dis
abled Soldiers' League (Inc.) from the Post Office Department. 

The commander of the organization, Mr. John T. Nolan, is 
now in jail in the District of Columbia for passing fraudulent 
checks. The secretary or adjutant of that organization was one 
Kenneth D. Murphy. 

Under the by-laws of the said organization the membership 
was confined to disabled veterans of the World \Var. Mr. 
Murphy was not a veteran of the World War. He never served 
in any capacity in the World War. He enlisted in the National 
Guard of the State of New York a few years after the war and 
fell off a horse and broke his leg. Nevertheless, he posed as 
a veteran of the World War and was adjutant of the National 
Disabled Soldiers' League, which raised $295,000. 

I refer to it at the present time for the reason that he was 
chairman of the organization that arranged for a pontifical 
requiem mass in honor of the late Marshal Foch. Mar hal 
Foch would have turned over in his grave if he had known 
that Kenneth D. Murphy was chairman of the Mru:shal Ferdi
nand Foch Memorial Committee that had arranged the cere
mony in his honor. I do not know of any more contemptible 
member of the human race than a man who will exploit and 
commercialize disabled veterans for his own selfish purposes. 

This individual was the same one who a year or so ago be
came an honorary member of a post of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars in New York City and went up to my district and made 
an investigation of the Castle Point Hospital, one of the best 
Veterans' Bureau hospitals in the country, and came back and 
gave out a report of dreadful conditions prevailing there, and 
stated to the New York Times that he was the commander of 
the local post of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, which organi
zation repudiated him immediately. Next, Mr. Murphy appears 
as chairman of the Marshal Ferdinand Foch Memorial Commit
tee, purporting to include Cabinet members and Members of the 
Senate and the House-who may or may not have given their 
names to Mr. Murphy for the Foch memorial mass--but, as a · 
matter of fact, that organization was dissolved orne weeks 
ago, as I learned through correspondence with officials in New 
York. Mr. Murphy, disregarding the fact that the Marshal 
Ferdinand Foch Mem~rial Committee had been dissolved, came 
down here to Washington and arranged for this pontifical mass. 
I think it is only fair to the bona fide organization-the Foch 
National Memorial-with headquarters at the Hotel Plaza, New 
York City, with Mrs. Agnes P. Hardman as president, which 
is trying to raise money for a Foch memorial, to have the facts 
placed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD about Mr. Murphy and his 
contemptible record in_ trying to undermine the confidence of 
the American people toward deserving disabled veterans by 
raising money fraudulently. 

Of course, the Catholic Ohurch is not to blame in the matter 
at all. When they saw an org-anization on paper including the 
nam·es of Senators and Congressmen and Cabinet officers, there 
is no reason why they should not have authorized the holding 
of the proposed mass in Washington. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to incorporate in the 
REcoRD a letter from Archbishop Curley, of Baltimore, explain
ing how he agreed in the first instance to hold this mass, which 
was arranged for to-mon-ow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. FISH]? 

There was no objection. 
The letter is as follows : 

The Hon. HAMILTON FISH, .Jr., 

ABCHBISHOP'S HOUSE, 

Balttmore, Md., March 18, 1930. 

HotUJe of Repres~taUves, Washmgton, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. FISH : I hope that you will not consider it presumption 

on my part if I give you the facts in the Foch memorial affair as I 
know them. 

(1) About a month ago Monsignor Buckey, pastor of St. Matthew's 
Church, sent me an invitation to be presen-t at an anniversary requiem 
mass to be celebrated for Marshal Foch. 

(2) I took it for granted at once that arrangements for this service 
had been made with Monsignor Buckey .by the French Embassy as was 
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done on a previous occasion. I replied to Monsignor Buckey, not only 
accepting his invitation to be present but, furthermore, agreed to cele
brate the mass to signify my regard for the memory of the great French 
soldier, and at the same time to show my esteem for my good friend 
the li'rench ambassador. 

(3) I had never beard of this man Murphy, nor had I ever heard of 
any Foch Memorial Committee. About Murphy and his activities, I 
knew absolutely nothing. In order to correct a statement that ap
peared in one of the Washington papers, I want it distinctlY under
stood that Murphy never came to me to make arrangements for the 
mass. 

(4) In his letter to me Monsignor Buckey made no mention whatso
ever of Murphy. About the first week of March Father Hurney, pastor 
of the Immaculate Conception Church, Washington, D. C., informed me 
that arrangements :tor the mass had been made by this man Murphy, 
and that on infot·mation which he had received from Congressman 
RoYAL JoH::-<SON, he bad come to the conclusion that there was some
thing irregular about the whole affair. It was sufficient for me to 
know that the French Embassy was not interested at the time, and at 
once I called up Monsignor Buckey and ordered him to cancel the cele
bration once and for all. There was no question of postponing it. It 
was an emphatic cancellation of the whole busi~ess. Even at that 
time, I bad little or no information about any French memorial com-

. mittee and none whatsoever of Mr. Murphy. 
(5) Yesterday I received a long wire from a man named Doctor 

Blakey, of Jet·sey City, demanding a reason for my action. Of course 
I sent him no reply. This morning I received the inclosed copy of a 
meeting of the Marshal Foch Memorial Committee. As you will see 
from its perusal, the New York-New Jersey committee was dissolved on 
February 1, 1930. It states, as you will see, " that conditions have 
arisen which make it necessary and imperative to dissolve said com
mittee." What those conditions were, of course, I do not know. 

(6) When Murphy discovered on Sunday, March 16, that his arrange
ments with Monsignor Buckey had been canceled by me, he came to 
see me at Bethesda, where I was administering confirmation. I had no 
conversation with Murphy beyond telling him that my cancellation 
order would not be revoked. That was the first and last time I saw 
Murphy. 

(7) Last evening three women came to see me from New York 
requesting me to recall my order. One of them stated that she was 
assistant chairman of the committee and the other that she was 
Murphy's mother. They informed me that they were going to take tl1e 
matter up with the French Embassy to-day, and furthermore, that they 
were going to raise $100,000 in a national drive to erect a monument 
in Washington to General Foch. I gave them the information that I 
gave Murphy, namely, that I was not interested in their civic activities, 
but I would not allow the church to be used in any way in connection 
with their work. 

It was rather an unpleasant thing for me to have to take the action 
I took, but there was nothing else for me to do in the premises. 

With sentiments of highest esteem, I remain yours sincerely, 
MICHAEL J. CURLEY, 

Archbish~ of Baltimore. 
P. S.-You may make whatever use you wish of this letter. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I am speaking as a veteran of the 
World War who desires to help protect the interests of the 
disabled veterans in the United States, and who desires to do 
everything he can to prevent public opinion from being alien
ated, which is being alienated all the time by these imposters, 
frauds, and swindlers like Murphy, of New Jersey, who go 
around and get well-known American citizens to serve on their 
committees simply to raise money to put in their own pockets. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. I yield. 
Mr. DALLINGER. Is this service going to be held? 
Mr. FISH. The service has been canceled. It has not been 

postponed indefinitely, but it has been canceled by the arch
bishop. 

It is only fair to the bona fide organization in New York to 
have it go in the RECORD that Mr. Murphy has no connection at 
all with the Foch National Memorial (Inc.) in New York City, 
which is about to raise money for that purpose. Kenneth D. 
Murphy, in my opinion, was an imposter and a swindler when 
he was connected with the National Disabled Soldiers' League, 
and has since then been connected with other fraudulent activi
ties. From copies of contracts I have in my possession he 
worked his rackets on a basis of 50 per cent, taking 50 per 
cent of all the money raised for his associate or friend, Mr. 
Stewart Kelly, whose office is in New York. 

I hope that in the future Members of the House and Senate 
who permit the use of their names for these fake veteran or
ganizations will take the trouble to find out something about 
them. 

The Disabled American Veterans, of which Maj. Thomas 
Kirby is legisl3;tive chairman, has done excellent work in f~l-

lowing up the record and activities of such men as John T. 
Nolan and Kenneth D. Murphy. Major Kirby has rendered 

. great public service in protecting the public from such impos-
ters as Kenneth D. Murphy. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. I yield. 
:Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman's committee had this mat· 

ter under consideration some two years or more ago, and at 
that time it was hoped that this man could be put behind the 
bars where he belonged. Will the gentleman state how he hap
pened to escape? 

Mr. FISH. I am glad the gentleman asked me that question. 
When we investigated, we found the National Disabled Soldiers' 
League to be a fraudulent organization but a very clever organi
zation. Mr. Murphy is a very shrewd young man. They burned 
all of their papers, destroyed all of their checks and receipts 
and everything else, so that we were not able to get sufficient 
information to go to the Department of Justice and have them 
indicted and put in jail. Since then, however, Coiiliil.ander 
Nolan has been sent to jail. 

Mrs. NORTON. You say the commander is in jail. Which 
commander? 

Mr. FISH. Commander Nolan, of the National Disabled 
Soldiers' League, is in jail. 

Mrs. NORTON. Is Commander Nolan in jail for anything 
he did in connection with the league? 

Mr. FISH. He is in jail for passing numerous bad checkS, 
using the name of the National Disabled Soldiers' League on 
the checks-checks made out to the order of the National Dis
abled Soldiers' League. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for three more minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to proceed for three additional minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. I yield. 
Mrs. NORTON. When hearings were held two years ago and 

you found that this man-Kenneth D. Murphy-was dishonest, 
is it not true that his case was presented to the district attorney 
in New York and that it was thrown out because of insufficient 
evidence? . 

Mr. FISH. Well, I do not know whether it was presented to 
the district attorney in New York or not, but I know that our 
committee made a thorough examination and we were unani
mous that this man Kenneth D. Murphy was a fraud and an 
imposter, and I am surprised that the lady from New Jersey is 
attempting to defend such a man who has been commercializing 
disabled soldiers and undermining the sympathy of the public 
for the disabled soldiers for the past five years and discrediting 
the legitimate service organizations, such as the American 
Legion, Disabled American Veterans, and the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. 

1\lrs. NORTON. The gentleman from New York is presuming 
a great deal when he attempts to say that I am defending the 
gentleman, from wherever he comes. I am doing nothing of the 
kind. I am simply asking a question. It has been my under
standing that this case was brought up before four different dis
trict attorneys of New York County and that every one of those 
district attorneys threw out the case because of insufficiE'nt 
evidence. 

Mr. FISH. I will say to the lady from New Jersey that I do 
not know that it ever had been presented to any district attor
ney in New York City. 

Mrs. NORTON. I have been told this was done. 
Mr. FISH. I will say to the lady from New Jersey that I 

called he secretary two weeks ago and gave her secretary the 
record of Kenneth D. Murphy and suggested that she speak to the 
lady from New Jersey and ask her to withdraw from the Foch 
committee, which Murphy was sponsoring. . ' 

Mrs. NORTON. I will say to the gentleman that I received 
the message, but I have never considered that any man should 
be found g-uilty on the unsupported evidence of any one par
ticular man. I believe this was a question the court should 
have decided. 

Mr. FISH. .A committee of Congress found that this man 
never served in the war; that he was going around raising money 
masquerading as a v-eteran of the World War, was proved to be 
an imposter, and was using this money for his own selfish and 
personal purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, because of the questions which the lady from 
New Jersey has just raised, I ask unanimous consent to include 
in my remarks a letter from Samuel Joseph Reed, a former 
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friend of 1\lr. Murphy, who gives Mr. Murphy's entire- record, 
and I think that will be a complete answer to the lady from 
New Jersey after she reads the record. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks un~
mous consent to insert in the RECoRD a letter. Is there obJeC
tion? 

There was no objection. 
The letter is as follows: 

Congressman HAMILTON FISH, Jr., 
NlllW YORK CITY, March 5, 1930. 

House of R epresentatives, Wa,ghington, D. 0. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN : I have recently learned that my name has been 

connected again with K. D. Murphy, who has made a practice of get~g 
other people into all kinds of trouble. This would appear to be h1s 
hobby. The following data may prove of interest to you. 

The writer met Murphy during the time I was a member of the 
National Disabled Soldiers' League and also an officer (inactive) since 
I left Washington in 1923. My reason for leaving was that I had paid 
bills for the organization, being reimbursed only about 50 per ce~t of 
the amount due me. I even lent money to one of the officers, 1. e., 
McCann, who still owes me $50. 

I did not see either Murphy or Nolan till the convention during 
June, 1923. 

I left them in Boston. That was the last time I saw them till 
January, 1924. i met Murphy on the street and he asked me what 
I was doing. I told him I was out of work and needed a job. He 
said : "I can gtve you a job at $20 a week until you get something 
better." Tbe job consisted of opening the mail bags. I was there 
about three weeks. During this time Mrs. Murphy, the mother of 
Kenneth D. Murphy, seemed to have charge of the office. Nolan came 
on from Washington and gave orders to let me go, that they could not 
afford the additional expense (although since I have found out he could 
afford to pay Mrs. Murphy and her daughter each $35 weekly and the 
stenographer the same). 

I left. The next time I beard of the organization and saw one of 
their letterheads I noticed my name was still carried as an officer of the 
organization. I then sent a. typewritten resignation, requesting them to. 
please accept same, and stating that I was about to enter a monastery. 
In my letter of resignation I complimented them on the good work 
they were performing, as I had been led to believe. 

The next time I knew anything about them was when I had come 
down from Graymoor to New York to make arrangements to enter the 
Franciscan Monastery at Washington, D. C.~ I happened to run into 
Murphy on Broadway and he asked me how I was. I told him of my 
plans for transfer to Washington and in the meantime I was trying to 
get the training board to pay my tuition (which they refused). He then 
told me that the Legion was using politics, trying to stop the good work 
they were doing. I told him that if such were the case I felt sorry for 
him. I always had faith in him, thinking he was above reproach (but 
since I had a congressional report on the hearings of the investigation 
and read of his service record, etc). 

The next thing I knew, I received a long-distance telephone call from 
Washington. Murphy on the wire, stating my name was being dragged 
through the mud by the committee, and that he knew I was interested 
in my vocation-hence thought it best for me to come to Washington to 
testify before the committee as to my connection with the organization. 
I did not know what was going on until I arrived in Washington and 
was told of the investigation of the pencil campaign. Not knowing any
thing about it, I told the organization's lawyer, Siegal, I believed it 
useless for me to be there. He said, " Oh, no ; you are just the man 
we want." For -what r eason he said that I do not know to this day 
unless it might have been politics. 

I returned to New York to complete my arrangements to go to Wash
ington and remained there until September, 1925; and during this 
time on different occasions Mr. Mclnery, who was assigned to the 
Veterans' Bureau, was there to see me, which I appreciated. On his 
last visit I told him I was abOut to leave, and a sked if he knew any
thing of the organization, explaining to him the moneys due me by 
the organization-which he advised me to cross off my books and 
forget, or words to that effect. 

It was in the winter of 1927 that I received a letter forwarded to 
me from different addresses. It was from Murphy, saying he was in 
the hospital in very bad condition ; and as an act of charity I felt 
it my duty to visit him. During the time I had known Murphy I had 
been led to believe he was in the federalized National Guard and was 
about to go overseas when he was hurt, and not receiving any assist
ance from the Veterans' Bureau this made me feel all the more sorry 
for him. This was also the impression he had made on everyone with 
whom he came in contact. 

The next time I saw him was in the subway. He told me of his 
domestic troubles, and said he did not know what to do. I invited 
him to stay at my apartment, as I was getting a home together for 
my mot.be!'. There was plenty. of room and he was welcome to stay 
until such time as things were better at home. My mother eventually 
x-efused ~ come to New York. so I gave up the apartment. 

During the- time Murphy had lived with me I had helped him finan
cially as well as giving him his living. I later learned that while be 
was accepting my hospitality he had. stolen money from me, for w}J.ich 
I had blamed the superintendent, said money being for rent. While I 
was at work during the day he made the place a rendezvous of the 
apartment, bringing in immoral women. 

This information came to me from neighbors. 
I next saw . him on Decora tion Day, May 30, 1928, in the parade, 

and met a friend who served with me o-.erseas, a member of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars. He invited me to join his post, which I 
did. .After joining, Murphy approached me on the subject of honorary 
membership, which was submitted to the post and approved, the name 
of the post being Pvt. Moe Wolf, No. 113, address being 115 West 
One hundred and twenty-fifth Street. .After his admittance to the post 
he informed me that the politicians he had met during the campaign 
of November, 1928, bad offered to assist him, also the veterans be 
knew, such as distributing Christmas baskets, etc. I gave this in
formation to the post, who were very much pleased. Before the next 
meeting he told me that the politicians bad "fallf'n down " and would 
be unable to get the Christmas baskets. He then suggested raising 
money for a building fund, Murphy submitting a contract to the post, 
signed by himself and officers of same, on the basis of 50 per cent. 
He then suggested the post have headquarters downtown somewhere. 
The first thing I knew letterheads were delivered at my house, naming 
me as chairman ·of the peace good-will committee. I told Murphy I 
would rather have him send the mail some place else. On his urging 
I agreed to permit the mail to come to my address, and suggested that 
returns be turned over immediately on arrival to the trea urer of the 
organization. 

One Sunday the members of the post were on their way to the 
ho pital at Castle Point to visit my friend who was a patient there. 
When we arrived it was suggest ed to take notes as t o the condition 
of the hospital, as there was so much complaint, and in order to see if 
said charges were true. As I stated in the letter which was sent to 
you, only three wards were such as stated, but not the whole ho. pital 
as was charged. Hearing the papers had already some information, I 
called up and stated that only the three wards_ were justified in the 
complaint and that the rest of the building seemed to be in good 
condition. 

When I returned home from work that day the reporter of the New 
York Times came to my house. I stated the same to tbe reporter as 
contained in your letter of December, 1928. I asked Murphy what he 
had done, and in reply he entered the room, telling the reporter his 
story. In the meantime I had to step out and answer the phone. On 
my return the reporter was getting ready to leave and Murphy gave 
him his card, which stated " Commander Murphy." I a:1ked him why 
he did this. His reply was it was an old name card he had left from 
the organization. I told him it was wrong. That's bow it came about 
in the papers he was called "Commander Murphy." One day I got 
a hold of him and had him come along with me, wanting him to retract 
the statement as to the conditions at the hospital, also explaining about 
the article referring to commander. The Times informed me it was too 
late; that they had already received different phone ca lls stating 
"Commander Murphy speaking," and the story was verified by the re
porter. As far as they were concerned, it was closed. I did my best 
trying to rectify the thing, but it couldn't be done. Just another bit 
of trouble he succeeded in getting me into. I may state whatever I did 
was in the interests of disabled comrades. If I had made mistakes, 
I would have been willing to rectify same. 

The next time I heard of him was through Mrs. Agnes P. Hardman, 
whom I had the pleasure of meeting dming the campaign of 1928. 
She had called me on the phone and asked if I was going to attend 
a meeting. This was in October, 1929. I told her "No," as I did not 
know what it was for. She replied. "Commander Murphy. has called a 
meeting of the Marshal Foch Memorial Committee, and you are on the 
committee." I told her it was news to me, but consented just to find 
out what Murphy was up to. The1·e was only one meeting of the com
mittee and that was at Lieut. Thomas Denny, jr.'s, home. I consented 
making Lieutenant Denny treasurer, but refused to sign a contract 
giving a Mr. Stewart J. Kelly 50 per cent of the profits. This KellY 
maintains an office at 55 West Forty-second Street, room 430. On 
different occasions I went there for the sole purpose of seeing what 
was going on. Murphy had a desk in his office and was arrangi ng all 
veteran a.ffairs for this Kelly. It has been said recently that :Murphy 
received 50 per cent from Kelly on all affairs secured from veterans' 
organizations. I understand now why be has pretended to be so anxious 
to do something for veterans. After getting this information I reported 
it to the liaison officer of the Veterans of Foreign Wars at the Veterans' 
Bureau and told the story. He stated he did not want anything to do 
with it, but advised me to take up the matter with the department ot 
public welfare., which I did. Also went to the Department of Justice. 
Before going I was advised to see a Mr. Leslie, and repeated the same 
story to him, informing him that the department of public welfare was 
working on the case. He advised me to wait un til the local authoritbs 
were finished and let him know. On the advice of the commissioner ef 
public welfare, we, the committee, were to have a meeting and tu 
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abolish the said organization, even if we didn't give Murphy permission· 
to use our names. This was done, and said copy of the minutes were 
forwarded to you, as I understand. 

Murphy on bearing this called me on the phone and informed me 
be was going through with the erecting of the alleged monument and 
that the unveiling was to take place with Nolan present and · himself, 
Murphy, to unveil this monument as national officers of the National 
Disabled Soldiers' League. He then told me it was still easy to raise 
money on the name of the organization. I told him that if he did not 
refrain I would swear out a warrant for his arrest. Mrs. Hardman 
informed me on dift'erent. occasions that Murphy has made appoint
ments with people over the phone and using my name. It was only 
through the kindness of Mrs. Hardman that I have found out a great 
deal about Murphy. 

Since I have been discharged from the Army and hospitals and also 
since leaving the monastery I have always worked very bard for my 
living and never did approve of commercializing the name of the 
disabled veterans. Not knowing the damage that Murphy has caused 
me, I may say again it was through the kindness of Mrs. Hardman 
I found things out. I owe her many thanks. Whatever you may 
think of me in the future, please do not connect my name with such 
a damnable skunk, who is not fit to be called an American citizen. 

I may state that the work I did with the organization in 1921 and 
1922 was in the interests of disabled comrades and has been undone 
by parasites. Such men who commercialize the names of ex-service 
men should be driven out of existence, and if I can be of any as&istance 
in doing so please be free to call on me. They have not only burt 
the name of the disabled soldiers but are hindering the good work 
that is being done by the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Disabled American 
Veterans, and American Legion. 

If the occasion ever occurs when you are in New York City, I will 
be pleased to see you in person. 

Sincerely yours, 
SAMUEL JOSEPH REED. 

ATHLETIC RELATIONS BETWEEN MILITARY AND NAVAL SERVICE 
SCHOOLS 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
in the REcoRD at this time a different matter. It has to do with 
a resolution that passed the New York State Assembly asking 
for the resumption of football relations between West Point and 
Annapolis. It is very brief, and I hope permission will be 
granted to· have it placed in the RrooRD. · . 

When we try to bring about agreements between foreign 
nations for limitations of naval armament we at least ought to 
remember that charity begins at home and that we should make 
an effort to settle this childish, puerile disagreement between 
the l\lilitary and Naval Academies. I have reason to believe it 
will be settled in a short time satisfactorily to all concerned 
and that a football game will be played between these two 
great service academies next fall. 

1\:lr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think this can be settled without having this .put in the RECoRD. 
I object. 

NATIONAL DISABLED SOLDIERS' LEAGUE (INC.) 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH] for three 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
lady from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I 

am sorry to have been drawn into this discussion, and I think 
it is due to the House to explain exactly why I have been 
drawn into it. 

I introduced the bill in commemoration of Marshal Foch be
cause the names of the Marshal Foch Memorial Committee con
tained some very substantial names from my district in New 
Jersey. 

I was interested in such a bill, as Marshal Foch was one of 
the outstanding figures of the World War, in charge of all the 
allied armies, · and his great deeds merit such recognition. 
Monuments have been erected to other heroes, and I considered 
it a very worthy cause. 

I did not have any knowledge of the alleged activities of Mr. 
Kenneth Murphy in connection with the Disabled Soldiers' 
League, which Mr. FisH says was investigated; but I do believe 
that if any of the persons so engaged were guilty of criminal 
practices that it should have been the duty of the proper officials 
of this Government to seek indictments and prosecution of such 
offenders. However, regardless of who Mr. Murphy is or what 
he has done, I do know that many very representative Ameri
cans of unimpeachable character are deeply interested in the 
proposition that adequate recognition in the form of a memorial 
at Washington be given to the great generalissimo of the allied 
armies. 

And I am in hearty agreement with their views, and I believe 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. FisH], as a former 
officer, who served indirectly under Marshal Foch, will give us 
his aid in seeing that a fitting memorial, erected here in Wash
ington, will be a constant reminder to generations to come that 
America is not ungrateful and deeply cherishes the memory 
of a man who at an hour when the fate of the world trembled 
in the balance was selected by the governments of all allied 
nations to lead their armed forces to victory. 

ADDRESS OF HO • ANTHONY J. GR.IF.FIN 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in tO-day's RECoRD by inserting a speech 
delivered by my colleague Hon. ANTHONY J. GRIFFIN on Sun
day, March 16, 1930, in New York City. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REOORD by inserting 
some remarks delivered by his colleague Mr. GRIFFIN. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The speech is as follows : 

lRELAND--ITS PRESENT AND FUTURE 

Mr. Toastmaster, there lingers in my memory a flash of opinion 
spontaneously recorded by Lindbergh. When he bad nearly reached his 
journey's end he got a glimpse of Ireland, .and it seemed, he said, the 
most beautiful spot he bad ever seen. 

A recent visit confirms his estimate of its entrancing beauty. 
From Mallin Head and Giants Causeway to Glengariff and the Cove 
of Cork, the country abounds in a diversity of the beautiful and the 
picturesque. No scene in the islands of the West Indies seemed more 
beautiful and inspiring than the turquoise waters of the Atlantic 
lapping its rugged shores. 

Struck by the beauty of the scenery, the question often arose: What 
perversity in human nature could tempt people to leave scenes so 
enehanting? At Cairndonagh I asked the question of an old man
an ex-soldier. He shook his bead sadly and replied: "Yes, it is beau· 
tiful indeed, but there is nothing to · do.'' 

In the old days it used to be political and religious persecution. 
To-day it is economic stress and want of work. At every station, 
on the road from Dublin to Limeiick, Killarney and Cork there was 
invariably a little family group bidding farewell to some strapping 
youth or bright colleen. The gentle courage of the old folks, through 
tear-dimmed eyes, trying to look brave and the half gasped "Good 
byes" of ,the children striking out on a great adventure stretched the 
heartstrings and severely tested the self-mastery of one's emotions. 

No gathering of the Friends of Erin upon this anniversary fultl.lls its 
mission or justifies the celebration of this day unless we pause to medi
tate upon the amazing achievement of that saintly scholar who con
verted a pagan people to Christianity in one generation. Think of it ! 
He was unquestionably the greatest missionary in all history. 

Granting this, is there not yet some meed of praise due to the noble 
character of the people on whom the kindly teachings of the humble 
Nazarene made so deep an impression? 

If they were a cruel race, the doctrine of brotherly love would have 
fallen on deaf ears. 

If they were an inhospitable people, the admonitions to be kind to 
the sb·anger, to feed the hungry, to nurse the weak, would have been 
entirely incomprehensible. 

If they were a lustful people, the idea of virtue and respect for 
womanhood could never have been grasped. And, finally, if they had 
been a selfish and arrogant people, they would never have understood 
the simplicity, the democracy, and the spirit of self-sacrifice of Christ's 
teachings. 

Therefore, in paying our tribute to the wonderful character of St. Pat
rick, let it not be forgotten that the seed of his teaching fell on a soil 
that was fertile and into hearts that were ready to blossom. 

It is no exaggeration to say, and history will bear me out, that the 
persistent, unconquerable loyalty of the Irish people to the teachings 
of Chl'istianity is the basic cause of their undoing as a nation. They • 
were always truer to God than to Mammon-their Christian simplicity 
and want of guile made them the victims of greed and treachery-two 
wicked traits of an enemy which they could never comprehend. With 
this great people their yea meant yea; their nay meant nay. What
ever the inducement, they kept their word and were ever true to their 
faith. 

Their very first quarrel with their Saxon neighbors was to uphold 
the honor of womanhood and defend the sanctity of the home. 

Throughout their history the Irish, as a race, never temporized with 
'Vice or made a compromise with injustice. The tears, the toils, and the 
vicissitudes of 700 years of oppression are, after all, the supreme test 
of their devotion to the teachings of Christ and the grandest tribute 
to their glory as a civilized people. 

Throughout her sad history Ireland has ever been the land of 
dreams.· Even in her deepest sorrow she bas steadfastly h eld to those 
noble ideals of life and ethics which have made her heroes admired 
and her womanhood beloved throughout the world. 
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The imagination, the sense of humor, an~ the religions fervor of the 

people are echoed and reechoed in every theme in the literature, the art. 
and the music o:t Irish culture. 

No tyranny could ever still the harp or paralyze the tongue of the 
muses. Throughout the long struggle for liberty the arts flourished-in 
fact, seemed to be stimulated by the very shackles that bound them. 

They had the God-given gifts of endurance, devotion, and fidelity 
and were bl€ssed with the patience to bide their time. They could be 
coaxed, but never driven. They could die, but never be conquered. 
Their banners were often trampled in the dust or drenched with the 
blood of heroes, but never did they fail to rise again, to wave again, 
back into battle again, to give heart to their children, and hurl a death
less challenge to their · foe&. 

"God moves in a mysterious way His wonders to perform," and as 
good men are often tried by trouble to bring out their virtues, so it 
might be that ·God in His wisdom has consented to the long travail of 
the Irish race for the ultimate benefit of mankind, for has it not scat
tered this virile people all over the globe? And not the least or the last 
to share in the benefits of this enforced migration has been our own 
beloved land. 

No matter where they have drifted, you will never find the Irish blood 
false to the ideals of liberty. Their own oppression for long genera
tions has inspired them with an instinctive horror o:t tyranny, so that 
throughout history you will nlways find Irishmen fighting on the side of 
the oppressed, shoulder to shoulder with those who are struggling to 
establish liberty or maintain freedom of conscience. 

Our American Revolution is a startling revelation o:t this. There were 
56 sigD€rs of our Declaration of Independence. Thirteen of these, or 
nearly one-fourth, were either of Ilish birth or of Irish descent (pater
nal or maternal), and it is claimed that upward of one-third of the 
Continental Army were of Irish birth or origin. 

It is universally admitted that the agitation for liberty in the Colonies 
was kept alive by the Irish, the Scotch, the German, and the Dutch 
immigrants-a fact which makes the so-called racial origins law seem 
so ridiculous to-day. . 

Perhaps a bare majority of the Colonists were of English origin ; 
but where they were not .out-and-out Tories the bulk of that nationality 
were certainly not very warm adherents of American independence. 

But 1 will not dwell on old sores. Nations, no more than individuals, 
can long endure on hate. It ls an evil thing to encourage, and if we 
ever are to hope for a world without war we must encourage the spirit 
of Christian forgiveness. ' 

Ireland has now achieved a measure of independence. She has taken 
her place among the nations of the world. Sbe is represented by her 
ambassadors at foreign capitals, and she has the largest measure of 
autonomy ever enjoyed since the invasion of Henry II. 

Still it can not be claimed that Ireland has attained her ultimate 
destiny. The cutting off of Ulster was a cruel blow to the dreams or 
Wolfe Tone, of Grattan, of Robert Emmet, and Daniel O'Connell. Never
thefess, it is only a political experiment that will for some time have to · 
be endured. 

What the new nation needs to-day is peace--and he is no friend of 
Erin, who will, at a safe distance of 3,000 miles, encourage discord 
or foment further trouble. 

The present government is doing nobly. It has the confidence of 
the bulk of the people. It is running true to form in that it respects 
the minority. 

While the Ulster government has gerrymandered the districts so 
that no Catholic can be elected to office and expelled them by the 
thousand in certain localities, the Dublin government has never been 
tempted to indulge in un-Christian reprisals. The districts in the 
south of Ireland have been so justly apportioned that one-half of 
the seats in the Irish Senate are held by Protestants. 

Due praise must be accorded to British fair play, for in_ the act of 
1922, establishing the Irish Free State and giving constitutions to 
both sections, there is a just provision securing to minorities in 'both 
areas the benefits of proportionate representation. The Dublin gov
ernment has conscienciously adhered to this guaranty, while Ulster 
bas dishonestly evaded it. 

This is a situation which is in the lap of the gods and it is the 
hope of all true friends of Ireland that a better policy will bring 
about in time the recognition of the justice of the original contract. 

It is purely a question of keeping faith. Sooner or later the great 
truth of history will be recognized-that magnanimity . and justice are 
paramount requisites of nations as well as of individuals. The words 
of Daniel O'Connell are recalled: "No political change is worth the 
spilling of one drop of blood." We may not all agree with that, but jt 
shows that he was true to his Christian teaching, There is one thing 
with which we will agree, and that is that nothing is politically right 
which is morally wrong. 

The state of Ireland to-day calls for peace. With peace she will 
prosper. With justice and Christian charity as her guiding stars, the 
two sections will eventually be restored to mutual confidence, and soon 
will follow, as the day the night, a reunited Erin which will reestab
lish her art. her culture, her industry, and her ancient glory. 

The prophecy of John Boyle O'Rei11y will yet be fulfi.Ued: 

"All thy life has been a symbol 
We can only read a part; 

God will .flood thee yet with sunshine 
For the woes that drench thy heart." 

:MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of his secre
taries, w~o also informed the House that on the following dates 
the President approved and signed a joint resolution and bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

On March 15, 1930 : 
H. J. Res. 223. Joint resolution to provide for the expenses of 

participation by the United States in the International Confer
ence for the Codification of International Law in 1930. 

On l\farch 17, ~930 : 
H. R. 4767. An act to authorize sale of iron pier in Dela;are 

Bay near Lewes, Del. ; 
H. R. 7971. An act to extend the times for commencing and 

completing the construction of a bridge across the French Broad 
River on Tennessee Highway No. 9 near the town of Bridgeport 
in Cocke County, Tenn. ; 

H. R. 8287. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Commission of Virginia to maintain a bridge 
already constructed aero s the Shenandoah U.iver in Clarke 
County, Va., United States route No. 50; and 

H. R. 9180. An act to legalize a bridge across the Roanoke 
River at or neal' Weldon, N. C. 

CONFERENCE REPORT--FIRST DEFIC~CY BILL 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
H. R. 9979, making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies 
in certain appropriations for the fi~al year ending June 30 
1930, and prior fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental ap: 
propriations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1930, and June 
30, 1931, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the statement may be read in Ueu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the 
conference report on the bill H. R. 9979 and asks unanimous 
consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. Is 
there objection? . 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9979) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30 1930 
and p1ior fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental app;opria~ 
tions for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1930, and June 30, 
1931, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have 'Bgreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 25, 
26, 35, and 45. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
~n~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 
69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 82, 83, 84, and 85, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbe'red 9: That the House receue from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the mat ter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"The unexpended balance of the appropriation for miscel
laneous items, exclusive of labor, contingent fund of the Senate 
for the fiscal year 1929, is reappropriated and made ava.il.able 
for the fiscal year 1930." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 

disagreement. to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the numerals 
" 1930 " and insert in lieu thereof "~929 " ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede f rom its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line' 5 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out" to be imme
diately available"; and the Senate agree to the same. 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 5631 
Amendment numbered 21 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In the 
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the following: 
"fiscal year 1930"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the sum of $7,000,000 named in said amendment insert 
"$6,000,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, 
and agree to the same ·with an amendment as follo,vs : In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"Relief of the State of Alabama: For carrying out the pro
visions of the act entitled 'An act for the relief of the State of 
Alabama for damage to and destruction of roads and bridges by 
floods in 1929,' approved March 12, 1930, $1,660,000, to remain 
available until June 30, 1931." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

" Support of Indian schools : For support and education of 
Indian pupils in reservation and nonreservation Indian schools, 
as follows : For additional subsistence, $195,000; for subsistence 
of pupils retained in boarding schools dm·ing summer months, 
$40,000 ; fot; noonday lunches in day schools, $50,000; for addi
tional clothing, $50,000; for additional personnel for enlarged 
program of study, $200,000; for equipment, $175,000; for furni
ture, $240,000; for livestock, $150,000; in all, fiscal years 1930 
and 1931, $1,100,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"Travel expenses: For an additional amount for travel and 
miscellaneous expenses, office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster 
General, fiscal years 1930 and 1931, $1,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
" $65,112.82; Department of the Interior, $254,632.59; Navy De
partment, $584,050.54; Post Office Department, $44,518.34 ; Treas
ury Department, $8,060.65; War Department, $1,253,512.23; in 
all, $2,456,447.31"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 63 
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out " $2.68" 
and insert in lieu thereof " 268 " ; and tke Senate agree to the 
same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments 
numbered 19, 23, 27, 46, 47, 49, and 50. 

WILL R. WooD, 
Lours 0. CRAMTON, 
EDWARD H. WASON, 
JOSEPH W. BYRNS, 
J. P. BucHANAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
w. L. JONES, 
FREDERICK HALE, 
L. C. PHIPPS, 
LEE s. OVERMAN, 
CARTER GLASS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9979) making appropriations to 
.supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior fiscal years, to pro
vide urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other pur
poses, submit the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the ac
companying conference report as to each of such amendments, 
:aamely: 

On Nos. 1 to 11, inclusive, relating to expenses of the Senate: 
Appropriates the customary year's salary to the beneficiaries 

of three deceased Senators; strikes out the paragraph pro
posing an amendment of the "legislative pay act of 1929"; 
appropriates $3,000 for stationery, $5,000 for folding speeches 
and pamphlets, and $25,000 for miscellaneous items of the con
tingent fund ; reappropriates the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for miscellaneous items for the fiscal year 1929 
and makes it available for the fiscal year 1930; appropriates 
$~'5,000 for Senate kitchens and restaurants; and provides an 
additional amount of $4,611.66 for reporting debates of the 
Senate on account of the special session of the present Con· 
gress; all as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 12, 13, 14, and 15, relating to the House of Repre
sentatives: Appropriates the customary year's salary to the 
beneficiaries of two members of the House who died after the 
bill had passed the House and grants $750 for payment to 
Frank M. Ramey for expenses incurred in the contested-election 
case of Major against Ramey. _ 

On No. 16: Appropriates $74.50 for payment of stenographic 
reporting services rendered to the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 

On Nos. 17 and 18, relating to the office of the Architect of 
the Capitol: Appropriates $2,378 for the installation of traffic 
lights on the Capitol Grounds and $60,000 for maintenance and 
operation of the Senate Office Building. 

On No. 20: Appropriates $100,000,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, to be added to the revolving fund authorized for use of 
the Federal Farm Board. 

On No. 21: Appropriates $20,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for expenses o;f the George Washington Bicentennial Com
mission. 

On No. 22: l\Iakes a transfer. of $5,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, to enable the National Advisory Committee for Aero
nautics to carry on necessary printing and binding. 

On No. 24: Appropriates $76,793, as proposed by the Senate, in
stead of $55,460, as proposed by the House for general expenses 
under the Office of Public Buildings and Parks to provide 
rental of space for the office of Superintendent of Prisons. 

On No. 25: Strikes out the appropriation of $3,500, inserted by 
the Senate, for certain improvements in connection with the 
National Museum. 

On No. 26: Strikes out the appropriation of $13,000, inserted 
by the Senate, for additional equipment and expenses of schools 
for crippled children in the District of Columbia. 

On No. 28: Appropriates $6,000,000, instead of $7,000,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for seed grain loans under the act ap
proved March 3, 1930. 

On No. 29: Appropriates $1,660,000 for relief of the State of 
Alabama for damage to and destruction of roads and bridges 
by floods in 1929 in accordance with the act approved March 12, 
1930. The appropriation is made by reference to the law in
stead of incorporating the law in the appropriation bill as pro
posed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 30, 31, and 32, relating to the Department o,f Com
merce: Appropriates $174.98, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $99.98, as proposed by the House, for damage claims under 
the Lighthouse Service and appropriates $65,666.67 for salaries 
in the Patent Office, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$70,000, as proposed by the House. 

On Nos. 33, 34, and 35, relating to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs: Appropriates for the maintenance and operation of irri
gation systems on the Fort Peck Reservation, Mont., in the 
language proposed by the Senate. instead of in the phraseology 
proposed by the House, the amount remaining the same and the 
change being solely in the interest of clarity of expression; 
appropriate:? $1,100,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$1,370,000, as proposed by the Senate, for support of Indian 
schools, the amount of $1,100,000 to be segregated as follows: 
Subsistence, $195,000 ; subsistence in boarding schools in summer 
months, $40,000; noonday lunches in day schools, $50,000; cloth
ing, $50,000; personnel for enlarged study program, $200,000; 
equipment, $175,000; furniture, $240,000; and livestock, $150,000; 
and strikes out the legislation pro-viding for the use of $2,000 
of the tribal funds of the Fort Berthold Indians in North Dakota 
for attorneys and otller expenses. 

On No. 36: Appropriates $275,()(){), as proposed by tbe Senate, 
instead of $175,000, as proposed by the House, for cooperative 
and general investigations under the Bureau of Reclamation. 

On No. 37: Appropriates $1,000, as pro:posed by the Senate, for 
travel and miscellaneous expenses, office of the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster General. 

On Nos. 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, and 43, relating to the Department 
of State: Appropriates $6,600, as proposed by the Senate, for 
additional expen...<;;es of the International Joint Commission, 
United States and Great Britain; appropriates $150,000 addi
tional, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses qf the naval 
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conference at London as authorized by law and treaty; appro
priates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses of the 
inquiry into conditions in Haiti authorized by the public resolu
tion approved February 6, 1000; appropriates $50,000, as pro
posed by the Senate, for the surveys in connection with an 
inter-American highway authorized by the public resolution 
approved March 4, 1929; appropriates $4,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for expenses of the Inter-American Congress of 
Rectors, Deans, and Educators, authorized by the public reso
lution approved February 19, 1930; and appropriates $15,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for expenses of delegates to the Fourth 
World's Poultry Congress, authorized by the public resolution 
approved March 10, 1930. 

On Nos. 44, 45, 48, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, and 56, relating to the 
Treasury Department: Transfers, as proposed by the Senate, 

_ sums aggregating $380,000 from the appropriation for "'fuel" 
to the appropriation for "pay and allowances" for the Coast 
Guard and strikes out the proposal, inserted by the Senate, to 
designate the station assjgnments of motor boats to be acquired 
under an appropriation in the bill; increases, as proposed by the 
Senate, the limit of cOst of the public building at Lynchburg, 
;va., so as to provide for the enlargement of the site; appro
priates $5,000 for the construction of two silos at the leper 
hospital at_ Carville, La.; appropriates $9,000 for two silos and 
a bridge at the tuberculosis sanitarium at Fort Stanton, 
N. Mex.; provides $30,000 for repairs at the New York quaran
tine station; and appropriates $64,400 and $7,035 for additional 
clerical and technical personnel in the Office of the Supervising 
Architect in connection with the public-building program. 

On No. 57: Appropriates $12,000,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for additional work in connection with the improvement, mainte
nance, and preservation of rivers and harbors. 

On Nos. 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, and 64, relating to damage claims: 
Appropriates $55,306.74, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$44,500.56, as proposed by the House, for the payment of damage 
claims settled by the departments and establishments under the 
act of December 28, 1923, to cover claims certified to Congress 
after the bill had passed the House. 

On Nos. 65 to 77, inclusive: Appropriates for judgments of 
United States Courts in the amounts proposed by the Senate in 
order to cover judgments certified to Congress after the bill had 
passed the House. 

On Nos. 78, 79, and 80, relating to judgments of the Court of 
Claims: Appropriates $2,456,447.31, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $2,096,368.89, as proposed by the House, in order to 
cover judgments certified to Congress after the bill had passed 
the House and eliminates the proviso inserted by the Senate 
directing how the judgment in favor of the Iowa Tribe of In
dians shall be d:Lstributed to the members of such tribe. 

On Nos. 81, 82, and 83, relating to audited claims: Appropri
ates for audited claims allowed by the General Accounting Office 
in the amounts provided by the Senate amendments to cover 
claims certified to Congress after the bill bad passed the House 
and modified to correct an error in one of the submitted 
amounts. ' 

On Nos. 84 and 85: Correct section numbers of the bill. 
The managers on the part of the House have agreed to rec

ommend that the House concur in Senate amendment No. 19, 
providing an additional cataloguer under the Joint Committee 
on Printing for indexing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and Senate 
amendment No. Z7, appropriating $100,000 and making available 
certain other funds to satisfy a condemnation award for 
a school-building site in the District of Columbia. 

A general disagreement is reported on the following Senate 
amendments : 

On No. 23, appropriating $3,000,000 for the Porto Rican Hur
ricane Relief Commission. 

On No. 46, increasing the limit of cost of the Boston, Mass., 
public building from $6,000,000 to $6,750,000. 

On No. 47, increasing the limit of cost of the Denver, Colo., 
public building from $1,060,000 to $1,235,000. 

On Nos. 49 and 50, changing the arrangement of the limit of 
cost for the public-building project at Richmond,' Va. 

WILL R. WooD, 
LOUIS C. CRAMTON, 
Enw ARD H. WASON, 
J"osEPH W. BYRNs, 
J. P. BUCHANAN, 

Managers on the pat·t of the House. 

Mr. WOOD. 1\fr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen of the 
House, I wish very briefly to call your attention to what t his 
first deficiency bill contains. The amount of the bill as passed 
by the House was $48,241,562.73. The amount of the bill as 

passed by the Senate was $173,834,414.96. The amount ~;~.dded 
was $125,592,852.23. 

After the bill passed the Senate there was a conference, and 
this is the result of the conference: The House agreed to items 
totaling $121,206,127.23. The Senate has receded from $1,286,-
725. The items in disagreement amount to $3,100,000. 

The bill contains many items based upon Budget estimates 
transmitted to the Senate after the bill had passed the House, 
including judgments, audited claims, damage claims, and items 
based upon new laws. While the amount agreed to by the 
House in conference, namely, $121,206,127.23, seems to be very 
large, it is composed of the following principal items : The Fed
eral Farm Board, additional to r evolving fund for loans, $100,· 
000,000. Seed-grain loans in 15 States, $6,000,000. Alabama, 
re toration of Federal-aid roads, destroyed by floods in 1929, 
$:1,660,000. Rivers and harbors work, $12,000,000. 

The principal items brought back in disagreement are the 
Porto Rican hurricane relief item of $3,000,000. Increasing the 
limit of cost of the Boston public building from $6,000,000 to 
$6,750,000. Increasing the limit of cost of the Denver public 
building from $1,060,000 to $L235,000. These are the principal 
items in dispute, and there are some others which I do not 
think are controversial. 

I have stated the result of the conference, upon which there 
was very little disagreement so far as the items contained in 
the report are concerned. 

1\fr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. I wish the gentleman would explain No. 21, 

which appropriates $20,500, as proposed by the Senate, for the 
expenses of the George Washington Bicentennial Commission. 

1\lr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman that in 1924 an act 
passed this House anticipating the observance of this bicen
tennial. There was a commission appointed at that time, which 
served for a considerable length of time and then lapsed. On 
the 21st day of February, 1930, a bill passed both branches of 
the Congress, and was signed by the President, authorizing this 
appropriation and authorizing many other appropriations to be 
connected with this bicentennial. 

Mr. SNELL. Could the gentleman inform the House as to 
how much money has already been appropriated for this cele
bration and what the commission intends to ask for in the 
future? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say that, as far as the future is concerned, 
there are several items in this bill. There is one item of 
$157,975, which is to be used for the completion of the plans, and 
so forth. Then there is an item of $3,000. 

Mr. SNELL. What does the $157,000 provide for? 
Mr. WOOD. It is to carry out the provisions of this para

graph in the act approved February 21, 1930, as follows : 
That the United States Commission tor the Celebration of the Two 

Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of George Washington established 
by the joint resolution entitled " Joint resolution authorizing an appro
priation for the participation of the United States in the preparation 
and completion of plans for the comprehensive observance of that great
est of. all historic events, the bicentennial of the birthday of George 
Washington," appraved December 2, 1924 (hereinafter referred to as 
the "commission"), is authorized and directed to prepare, as a con
gressional memorial to George Washington, a definitive edition of all 
his essential writings, public and private (excluding the diaries), includ
ing personal letters from the original manuscripts or first prints, and 
the general orders, at a cost not to exceed $56,000 for preparation of 
the manuscript. Such definitive edition shall be printed and bound at 
the Government Printing Office and shall be in about the same form as 
the already published diaries of George Washington and shall consist 
of 25 volumes, more or less. There shall be 3,000 sets of such edition, 
2,000 of which shall be sold by the Superintendent of Documents at a 
cost equal to the total cost under this section of preparing the manu
script and printing and binding the entire edition. The commission 
shall, upon issue of the final volume, distribute the remaining 1,000 eets 
as follows : Two each to the President, the library of the Senate, and 
the library of the House of Representatives; 25 to the Library of Con
gress ; one to each member of the Cabinet ; one each to the Vice Presi· 
dent and the Speaker of the House of Representatives ; one to each Sen
ator, Representative in Congress, Delegate, and Resident Commissioner; 
one ea ch to the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the HousP. of 
Representatives ; and one to each member and officer of the commiss ion. 
The remaining sets shall be distributed as the commission directs includ
ing such number of sets as may be necessary for foreign exchange. The 
"usual number " for congressional distribution and tor depository 
libraries shall not be printed. To carry out the purpose of this para
graph there is auth~rized to be appropriated the sum of $157,975, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, out of a.ny money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 
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1\Ir. SNELL. A short time ago we appropriated $400,000 to 

take care of this entire proposition, as I remember. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. WOOD. I do not recall how much was appropriated. 
There was an authorization contained in the bill of 1924, but 
how much was expended by the commission then appointeg I 
ani not able to state. 

Mr. SNELL. It seems to me the House should have some 
information as to the ultimate amount to be used in this 
celebration. 

Mr. WOOD. In the act which was approved February 21, 
1930, there is this provision : 

SEc. 2. (a) The commission is authorized and directed to---
(1) Prepare, print, bind, and distribute 100,000 copies of a pamphlet 

entitled "Honor to George Washington," at a cost not to exceed $3,000; 
100,000 copies of a pamphlet entitled " Reading about George Wash
ington,'' at a cost not to exceed $10,000; and 2,000 copies of a 
pamphlet entitled "Directions for Celebration and Pageants," at a 
cost not to exceed $4,000 ; 

(2) Prepare 120,000 photolithographic copies of the best approved 
original portrait of George Washington, and deliver in tubes, ready for 
mailing, 200 copies to each Senator, Representative in Congress, Dele
gate, and Resident Commissioner, at a cost not to exceed $7,000 ; 

(3)" Prepare, print, bind, and distribute a George Washington atlas, 
at a cost not to exceed $12,000 ; and 

( 4) Collaborate with the Library of Congress, State historical so· 
cieties, authorities concerned with State history, and the National 
Geographic Society in the preparation of a George Washington map, 
showing places he visited or of which he was an inhabitant, which 
map shall bear the names of members of the commission, and shall be 
issued in a number of the National Geographic Magazine in an edition 
of about 1,300,000 copies, at a cost to the commission not to exceed 
$7,000. 

Mr. SNELL. Have all of these things been appropriated for 
or are they to be cared for in the future? 

Mr. WOOD. In the deficiency bill the only amount that has 
been appropriated or is attempted to be appropriated is the 
$20,500 I have already referred to. 

Mr. SNELL. What is that for? 
Mr. WOOD. As I understand it is to permit Colonel Grant 

and our colleague, Mr. BLOoM, to begin the commencement of a 
program to carry out this celebration. 

l\1r. SNELL. Does not the gentleman think that before we 
make any more appropriations in a piecemeal way like this we 
should have some definite plan to place before the House, and 
that we should know something about what the cost of this 
celebration is going to be? 

Mr. WOOD. I think the gentleman is absolutely correct, 
and I take it for granted that the two gentlemen who have been 
selected to have charge of the preparation and arrangement of 
the program, entertainment, pageant, or whatever the arrange
ments may be, by the time of the next deficiency bill or by 
the time of the next general appropriation bill will be able 
to give us some definite idea of the cost. 

Mr. SNELL. That is, a complete estimate of the entire pro
gram, so that we will not be continually called on to make 
appropriations of $20,000 or $40,000 or $100,000 and will know 
exactly what the appropriations are for. 

l\Ir. WOOD. I hope that will be done. 
Mr. SNELL. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Ap

propriations will insist upon that before recommending any 
further appropriation. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. HOWARD. I understood a little item of $15,000 was 

inserted by the Senate in an amendment for the construction 
of an economics building at the Government Indian school at 
Genoa, Nebr., but I can not find the item here. Does the gen
tleman know about that? 

Mr. WOOD. No; I do not know anything about that. I do 
not think that was in the bill as if came to us. Perhaps it got 
lost in the Senate somewhere. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOWARD. Would the gentleman permit me to insert it 
now? 

Mr. WOOD. No ; we can not do that. This house is built. 
Mr. HOWARD. Yes. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. WRIGHT. I notice from the report that th~ conferees 

reduced the appropriation of $7,000,000 for fertilizer, seed, and 
farm loans. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
l\fr. WRIGHT. The discussion about that matter on the 

floor of the Senate seemed to indicate that the temper of the 
Senate was that if more funds were needed for this purpose 

they were willing to appropriate them. l\lay I inquire what is 
the attitude of the chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
of the House about that? 

Mr. WOOD. I would say to the gentleman that the attitude 
of the conferees upon that appropriation was this : The season 
is now so well advanced that in all probability before proper 
arrangements can be made whereby the Department of Agricul-
ture can make these loans, it will be too late for many of them. 
By reason of past experience with respect to what has to be 
done, we know that they have to get up the proper form of 
mortgage and the form of the application and all that sort of 
thing and before that time arrives it will be toe late to make 
many loans that otherwise might be made. 

Then there is this further thought. Many of these States do 
not need thls money and will never ask for a dollar of it, I hope. 

Mr. WRIGHT. In that connection, the bill as originally 
passed by the Senate was for $6,000,000, and as I recall, the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House first determined to 
recommend $6,000,000, but later other States were included and 
an additional $1,000,000 was added to the amount carried in the 
bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. WRIGHT. In tire administration of this fund would not 

the gentleman think that the $6,000,000 originally authorized 
ought to be used in the territory which was first included in the 
legislation? 

Mr. WOOD. I hope there will not any of it be used in 
Indiana. 

Mr. LARSEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. LARSEN. I would say to the gentleman that the bill 

which was passed in the House last year was approved by the 
President on March 4. This is only March 19. After the bill 
passed last year it was necessary to set up all the machinery, 
draw forms, and do everything necessary for the distribution of 
the five and a half million dollars in the six States involved. 
All that machinery is now set up. The forms for application 
have already been drawn, as well as the form of the mortgage, 
which the gentleman referred to a moment ago ; and not only 
that, but the force necessary for handling of the loan has been 
assembled. I was in the office at Columbia, S. C., less than 10 
days ago, and I saw the force then. There is no further organ
ization wo-rk to be done. Everything is ready to function at 
this time, and not only would it be possible to lend out t11e 
$7,000,000 that is actually needed, but $20,000,000 could be 
q111icldy loaned with the machinery already set up. 

1\ir. ABERNETHY. That is true with reference to the six 
original States; but now additional States have been added, 
and that causes the trouble. 

Mr. LARSEN. But these added States create no troublesome 
situation. I was informed in the office at Columbia, S. C., 
where Mr. Lynch is in charge, that Mr. L. E. White, an admin
istrative agent of the department handling the fund, is in 
Washington City, where he will be for a month, and is now 
engaged in setting up the machinery in the State of the gen
tleman from Indiana and other States that have been included. 

l\Ir. WOOD. I was not here at the time the bill was pass~ 
but as I understand, they provided originally for these loans to 
be made in some six Southern States. 

Mr. LARSEN. That was the original bill. 
l\1r. WOOD. Yes; as it came from the Senate. There was 

$1,000,000 added on this side, and a number of RepresentatiYes 
from other States thought that while the getting was good 
they would get in, without any consideration by the proper 
committee and without any reference to the needs or demands 
of those several added States. I am only expressing an indi
vidual opinion when I say I do not believe in this character of 
legislation. I do not believe it is for the welfare of this 
country. If some great holocaust had overtaken these pe6ple, 
if they were in dire distress, then we should be called upon to 
meet it, but is this Government going to become so paternalis
tic that every time a small flood or a little too much rain or a 
little disaster overtakes us, we are going to appeal to the 
Government? If this be true, the day is not far distant when 
paternalism will be the rule of the hour, and I am opposed to 
that. ti 

1\fr. LARSEN. The gentleman remembers that ndiana 
made a special appeal before the Committee on Agriculture. 
Does the gentleman state at this time that the appeal made 
by the gentleman from Indiana in behalf of his State was not 
justified? 

1\fr. WOOD. I wish to say I do not think there is a farmer 
in the State of Indiana, though he has suffered by reason 
of the floods, but wha·t can supply in his own neighborhood and 
through his own community interests all that is necessary to 
provide him with seed and fertilizer. 
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Mr. LARSEN. In other words, there are local sources of 

credit? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. LARSEN. The gentleman was in Florida at the time 

the matter was before the House. There was a very distressing 
situation detailed as to the State of Missouri, especially in 
e:gbt or nine counties. Is the gentleman prepared to speak 
on that and does the gentleman know whether that appeal was 
well founded or not? 

Mr. WOOD. I know absolutely nothing about the condition 
out there. 

Mr. LARSEN. The statement before the House at that time 
was to the effect the distress was great and that there were 
no local sources of credit. 

Mr. WOOD. As I say, I am only expressing my opinion ; 
but I think it is about time we stopped appealing to the Gov
ernment every time there is some little loss or disaster in one 
of our communities. . 

Mr. LARSEN. I very much regret that the Senate bas 
already agreed to the six millions appropriation and thereby 
surrendered the chance of aiding House Members in obtaining 
the amount necessary to meet the demands of a distressed 
situation. Was it becau....<:e of the attitude of the gentleman 
from Indiana that the appropiration was reduced from 
$7,000,000 to $6,000,000? 

Mr. WOOD. I thought possibly that we might save a mil
lion dollars to the Treasury of the United States. We have 
been advised that we are pretty nearly to the bottom of the 
:flour barrel now. 

Mr. LARSEN. If the gentleman thought that $7,000,000 
was necessary, would he be in favor of it? 

Mr. WOOD. It would have to be a very strong case. 
Mr. TUCKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. TUCKER. I understood the gentleman to say that the 

item of $100;000,000 for the Farm Board has not been agreed 
upon by the conferees. 

Mr. WOOD. Oh, yes; that has been agreed upon, and is in 
this report. 

Mr . TUCKER. That I suppose will be used for speculation 
in grain, as has been done, will it not? 

Mr. WOOD. I do not know. I asked a gentleman the other 
da y what was the difference between the operations of this 
board and the wish of Congress for a general investigation of 
tbat same thing in another line. 

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman recall the language of 
the President when we met here a year ago for the purpose 
of farm relief and the tariff bill, when he said in his message : 

No governmental agency shou1d engage in buying and selling and 
price fixing of a product, for such course can only mean bm·eaucracy and 
domination. 

I believe it is perfectly well understood that the chairman of 
the board is doing exactly that thing and bas done it with the 
$150,000,000 that he bas bad at his disposal. In other worlls, 
are we going to add fuel to the :flame and give $100,000,000 more 
for the purposes which the President has asked us not to do? 

Mr. WOOD. We are giving $100,000,000 in this bill toward 
carrying out the direction of Congress heretofore made. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will yield, I put in the 
RECORD of last Monday a letter that I wrote to the chairman of 
the Farm Board and his reply, which will give the gentleman all 
that information. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
tb'.! conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleml!,n from Indiana moves the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the con

ference report. 
Tbe conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is 

no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 

point that no quorum is present. The Chair will count. [After 
counting.] One hundred and seventy Members present, not a 
quorum. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of tbe House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The doors were closed, the Sergeant at Arms was directed 

to notify absent Members, the Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Members failed to answer to their names : 

Andrew 
Arentz 
Auf der Heide 

Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beck 

[Roll No. 15] 
Bell 
Blackburn 
Bolton 

Boylan 
Britten 
Browne 

Brunner Edwards Kunz Quayle 
Buckbee Esterly Lambertson Sabath 
Carley · Freeman Lampert Sirovich 
Carter, Wyo. Gambrill Lanham Spearing 
Chase Garber, Va. Lee, Tex. Spr·oui, Kans. 
Christgau Gasque Leech Steagall 
Clark, N. C. Gr·aham Lindsay Stedman 
Clarke, N. Y. Griffin Luce Stevenson 
Cooke Hartley McCormack, Mass. Strong, Pa. 
Culkin Hickey McCormick, ill. Sullivan, N.Y. 
Cullen Houston, Del. McDuffie Sumners, Tex. 
Curry Hudson McSwain Til on 
Dempsey Hudspeth Manlove '.l~UL·pin 
De Priest Hull, William E. Mansfield Underwood 
Dickinson lgoe Michaelson Vestal 
Dominick James Mouser Walker 
Douglas, Ariz. Johnson, Ill. Nelson, Mo. White 
Doutrich Johnson, Wash. Nel on, Wis. Woodrum, Va. 
Doyle Jonas, N. C. O'Connell. N. Y. Wurzbach 
Drane Kahn Oliver, N. Y. Yates 
Drewry Kiess Owen Zihlman 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and thirty-two Members have 
answered to their names. A quorum is present. . 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON THE POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS 

Mr. SANDERS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
may sit during the sessions of the House for the next two weeks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen· 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
MOUNT VERNON MEMORIAL HIGHWAY 

Mr. DOWELL. l\Ir. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the bill (S. 3168) to amend the act entitled "An act to authorize 
and direct the survey, construction, and maintenance of a 
memorial highway to connect 1\Iount Vernon, in the State of 
Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial Bridge aero s the Poto
mac River at Washington," by adding thereto two new sections, 
to be numbered sections 8 and 9, for printing under the rule. 

FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment 
in disagreement : 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 8 of the bill, Hne 17, insert the following : 
" The appropriation, ' Public printing and binding, Government Pdnt

ing Office, 1930,' is hereby made available for the employment of an 
additional cataloguer from March 1 to June 30, 1930, both dates inclu
sive, to index the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing at the rate of $2,100 per annum." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in 
Senate amendment No. 19. This amendment was inserted by the 
Senate to provide for an assistant cataloguer for the Joint Com
mittee on Printing. Inasmuch as it is new matter, we brought 
it back to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Indiana to recede and concur in Senate amendment 
No. 19. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 

in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment No. 23 : Page 13 of the bill, after line 15 on page 13, 

insert: 
.PORTO RICAN HUllRICANE RELIEF COMMISSION 

For the pw·pose of making loans to individual coffee planters, coconut 
planters, fruit growers, and other agriculturists in the island of Porto 
Rico, $1,000,000 ; for the rebuilding and repairing of schoolhouses dam
aged or destroyed by the hurricane in the small towns and rural dis
tricts of Porto Rico, and for the employment of labor on and the 
purchase of supplies, materials, and equipment for repairing and con
structing insular and rural municipal roads, $2,000,000 ; in all, 
$3,000,000, fiscal year 1930, to remain available until expended, in 
accordance with the provisions of Public Resolution No. 74, approved 
December 21, 1928, and Public Resolution No. 33, approved January 22, 
1930. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to insist on the disagree
ment of the House to the Senate amendment No. 23. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
in Senate ~endment No. 23. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to recede and concur in Senate amendment No. 23. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a worll 
about this. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 
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:Mr. McFADDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, this amendment is recom

mended by the President of the United States, by tb,e Secretary 
of War, by the Secretary of the Treasury, and by the Governor 
of Porto Rico. It is a relief measure and tends to completely 
rehabilitate Porto Rico. Some objection has been made to it 
upon the ground that it is to relieve the labor situation. This 
will be done to some extent, indirectly, but when you consider 
that the damage done by the hurricane to Porto Rico amounted 
to $100,000,000, and that Congress has really only appropri
ated $4,000,000, including this provision, for which it will not 
be reimbursed, I think in consideration of that great damage 
this appropriation is only right and proper. In that connection 
I might say that I am more or less familiar with Porto Rico, 
ha-ving traversed the island pretty thoroughly, and I am 
familiar with conditions there through contact with friends 
who have at heart the best interest of Porto Rico. The dam
age is set forth fully in the hearings, particularly in the state
ment made by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury was personally down 
in the islands, and made a very careful examination. He 
motored all over the island and unhesitatingly recommends this 
particular appropriation. 

As I say, some objections have been raised on account of the 
fact that some of this money might be used to relieve unem
ployment; but that is not the sole purpose. The treasury of 
the island is practically bankrupt, and the Federal farm-loan 

· banks down there have loaned money freely to the farmers. 
The farmers are embarrassed on account of the lack of funds 
to keep up their interest and taxes. I want to read a few ex
tracts from one of the sources of my information down there: 

The rehabilitation commission sent representatives to Porto Rico 
that were here but a few days until they realized that the amount 
appropriated was not sufficient to take care of the volume of legitimate 
applications for rehabilitation purposes. It was necessary, therefore, 
for them to restrict the purposes for which said loans could be made. A 
fat·mer could borrow no money to repay a temporary loan which he 
bad secured, although the temporary loan bad been used for the purpose 
of rehabilitation. Neither could be use any portion of the loan to repair 
his residence on the farm that bad been damaged by the storm. Thus 
you will see that while the loans made by the commission were helpful 
they were not sufficient for the purposes intended. That is the plain 
reason why it is necessary for the request to be made of the Congress 
at this time for additional funds. The pending bill provides for an 
additional $1,000,000, to be used for loan purposes, and for $2,000,000 
in public improvements. 

Most of the money mentioned is to be used to rehabilitate 
country schools and roads. The main arteries have been pretty 
well taken care of but in the rural districts, in the mountains, 
where ·the Porto Ricans grow coffee and have diversified agri
culture, the money should be used to rehabilitate schools and 
roads that have been completely demolished. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McFADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Is it not a fact that these country roads 

that we are to build are to be new roads; that actually they 
hnve never had any roads in that particular section? It is not a 
case of repairing the result of serious damage to roads but it is a 
case of building some new roads. 

Mr. McFADDEN. The Secretary of the Treasury says in his 
report that he traveled some 300 miles over the island, and 
that it is a case of rehabilitating these roads; that several of 
these roads have been completely destroyed. It may be that 
there are to be some new roads to connect up these main roads. 
From my own observation I know that these rural schools 
should be replaced. The native Porto Ricans live in the rural 
districts, away from the .cities. They are the people who are to 
receive most of the help from this particular appropliation. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McFADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. TUCKER. I understand the gentleman to say that the 

sole purpose of this appropriation is not to relieve unemploy
ment. 

Mr. McFADDEN. No; it is to be used to rehabilitate the 
farm country. It will result indirectly in relieving unemploy
ment, as all improvements do. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then, I understand that this appropriation 
has for its object the partial relief of unemployment. 

Mr. McFADDEN. As an indirect result only. 
Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman realize that we have a 

little unemployment in this country? 
Mr. McFADDEN. J clo: yes. 
Mr. TUCKER. Is au amendment to be offered to take care of 

that unemployment.? 
Mr. 1\foFADDEN. No. Mr. Speaker, I want now to read 

another extract from this letter, which is from a man who is, I 

think, the best-posted man on the island of Porto Rico. He was 
here in Washington a few weeks ago and I discussed this rna tter 
with him. He went back and made a careful study and has 
reported to me. He says: 

In view of the needs of the farmers to usc othe~: funds than the 
loans from the rehabilitation commission to restore their farms, and in 
view of the extremely low coffee crop last year, many of our farmers 
have been unable to pay current taxes. The result has been that the 
insular treasury bas not collected normal taxes, and the indications are 
that by the end of June of this fiscal year the receipts will be $1,800,000 
below the budget. That is to say, that the insular treasury bas not 
forced the lands of the farmers to sale for taxes but has been standing 
by and carrying their full share of that burden. If the amount m;ig
inally requested in December, 1928, had been gr·anted the rehabilitation 
commission could have extended the purposes for which portions of loans 
might be so used. With reason they might have regarded the payment 
of taxes as a legitimate item of rehabilitation, because, certainly, the 
farmers must continue to own their farms and not be dispossessed of 
them on account of failure to pay taxes, if they are to restore them. In 
that event, the insular treasury would be in much better condition to 
take care of public works, which inclupes, largely, repairing roads so 
that the farmers may be able to transport their products to market. 

Now, if we do not appropriate this amount of money it will 
undo practically all that we have done by previous appropria
tions, because if these people do not receive additional help they 
will lose control of their fa1·ms through inability to keep up 
their payments, which will interfere with their ability to re
habilitate themselves. I hope the Members of the House will 
sustain my motion to recede and concur in the amendment. 

Mr. vVOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Porto Rico [Mr. DAVILA]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Porto Rico 
is recognized for five minutes. 

l\Ir. DAVILA. l\11'. Speaker and Members of the House, I had 
the opportunity to address the House last Monday in connection 
with this appropriation of $3,000,000 for Porto Rico. But in 
view of the insistent opposition of the conferees to agree to the 
amendment of the Senate, I wish to explain the matter further. 

The original appropriation passed by the Senate one year ago 
was $12,000,000. It was reduced by the House to $8,000,000-
six millions for loans to the farmers and $2,000,000 for repair 
and rebuilding of schoolhouses and roads. Now, with this addi
tional $3,000,000 the total appropriation will be $11,000,000, 
$1,000,000 less than what the original appropriation called for. 
Of this additional fund $2,000,000 are intended for the rebuild
ing and repair of schoolhouses and roads and $1,000,000 for 
loans. 

This appropriation is very badly needed in Porto Rico. It 
is not, as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] has 
suggested, for the building of new roads and new schools. It 
is for the repair of roads, principally. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DAVILA. Yes. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. May I ask if Porto Rico gets any of the 

road funds that we are appropriating for in here? 
Mr. DAVILA. Not a cent. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, l\Ir. Mellon, visited the island 

during the holidays, and h.e has personal information about 
conditions there. I would like to read his whole statement, 
because it is very interesting; but I will just read an extract 
from it. He says: 

The roads in those parts of the island where the coffee grows are 
very bad in some places, and when I was there they seemed almost 
impassable. 

That is the case to-day. We have made very little progress 
since the time Secretary Mellon was in Porto Rico. I think 
this statement should be enough to satisfy the House that this 
money is not for the purpose of building new roads and new 
schoolhouses. 

This appropriation was recommended by the Porto Rican 
Hurricane Relief Commission, composed of the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of Agri
culture, and then by the Budget Bureau, and then by the Presi
dent of the United States by special message to Congress. The 
Congress has unanimously authorized this appropriation. 

Are you going to vote, l\Iembers of the House, against your 
own act? You auth~rized this appropriation. To vote against 
it now would be a reversal of your former attitude. I hope you 
will be consistent with your former action. It was not sup
posed that the Congress was going to do a useless thing. The 
purpose was the rehabilitation of Porto Rico. If you vote 
against this appropriation now, there is no use in asking the 
authority of Congress for any appropriation. I hope that the 
Members of the House have had time to read the letter of 
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Governor Roosevelt, which I had incorporated in the RECORD 
day before yesterday~ The opposition to this item iS based on 
the statement of Major Eager before the subcommittee of the 
House Committee on Appropriations, that this money was in
tended for the relief of unemployment. But we have now 
before us the statements of the Governor of Porto Rico, the 
Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
say that the primary consideration is the repair of the roads 
and rebuilding and repair of schoolhouses destroyed by the hur
ricane. In short, this appropriation is intended to continue the 
general plan of rehabilitation, which can not be completed 
without this additional fund. [Applause.] · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Porto Rico has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ·yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is recognized for five minutes. 

~fr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I ask 
your attention for a moment while I present my reasons 
for opposing this amendment. It is well known by my 
friends in the House that 1 have been opposed consistently to 
all authorization bills which have been passed for the purpose 
of making seed loans. I voted against them consistently, both 
for the Northwest and for the South. I signed the conference 
report for $6,000,000 for a seed loan, not as expressing my indi
vidual view but because I was a conferee and I was trying to 
carry out the wishes of the House, and therefore deemed it to 
be my duty to sign the conference report. 

Another authorization bill has been passed making a second 
authorization for Porto Rico. There were no hearings had on 
that authorization resolution when it was before a committee 
of the ·House. It was first sought to bring it up by una.riimous 
consent without action by the committee. The next day it 
was brought up by unanimous consent, having been reported 
by the committee without hearings. 

Now, this establishes an entirely new policy, gentlemen, and 
if we are going to establish such a policy then I predict that 
there will be many appropriations for much larger amounts by 
this House in the futm·e for similar purposes. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNS. I yield. 
Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman state 

whether the Committee on Agriculture. reported the bill without 
a hearing? 

Mr. BYRNS. No. This came from the Committee on Insular 
Affair . 

Now, what are the facts? A destructive hurricane occurred 
in Porto Rico in January, 1928, more than two years ago. Last 
year Congress authorized and there bas been appropriated 
$8,150,000 for the relief of Porto Rico, $2,000,000 to be used for 
the building of schools and the repair of roads and $6,000,000 
to be used for ·the purpose of loans to the farmers of Porto Rico. 
There are about one and one-half million people on the island 
of Porto Rico. The $6,000,000 bas been practically all loaned. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who evidently bad not read 
the hearings, said it would be returned, but I submit to the 
gentleman that if he will read the bearings be will come to the 
conclusion that very little, if any, of it will ever be returned. 

Mr. DAVILA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNS. No. I have not time now. I will yield in a 

moment. 
Now, why will it not be returned? This money has- been 

loaned on junior mortgagest as they have been called. Some 
are second mortgages, some are third mortgages. Very few of 
them are :first mortgages on the land. And you know these 
mortgages are of no value. 

Most of the other $2,000,000 has been used for the purpose 
of building schools. Both the-- gentlemen who preceded me 
said that this is a question of schools and education. I want 
to read to you just what Major Eager said to show this is 
not a school proposition. It is a dirt-road . proposition, not 
for the main highways into San Juan, but for the repair of 
dirt roads out on the island of Porto Rico, as will be shown by 
the hearings. 

What does Major Eager say? He says that the school build
ing program has been practically completed. They have built 
735 buildings in Porto Rico out of money heretofore appro
priated-some of them concrete and all of them much better 
buildings than existed there before the hurricane occurred. 

Now, how does this second proposition come up? I submit if 
you will read the bearings you will come to the unquestioned 
conclusion that it did not arise as the result of any idea of the 
commission. It came from one gentleman, according to Major 
Eager, and I will read you the testimony to show you who that 
was. 

The SPEAKER pro tenipore. The time of the gentleman from 
Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield five additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. BYRNS. The chairman asked Major Eager this question: 
Can you ten us how much of this additional $2,000,000 is going to be 

for schools and how much for roads? 

Major Eager is the officer in charge, who represented the com
mission before the subcommittee. Major Eager said: 

I could not tell you exactly, but a very small amount-and possibly 
hardly any at all-will be for schools. The bulk of it is going into 
roads, the repair of roads, and also it has been Senator BINGHAM's idea 
in bringing this matter up, that a very large proportion of the expendi~ 
tures would go for labor rather than for material, since the basic idea 
of the whole matter is that It is a relief measure rather than a measure 
to try to improve everything in Porto Rico. 

The CHAIRMAN. Out of the first $2,000,000 you have spent more on 
the schoolhouses than on the roads? 

Major EAGER. Yes. I might read from this memorandum as to how 
this matter came up. [Reading:] 

"Last December Senator BJ.NGHAM, in a letter to the chairman of the 
Porto Rican Hurricane Relief Commission, stated he had read carefully 
the annual report of the commission and had noted that it had been neces
sary for the commission to spend more than anticipated in rebuilding the 
schoolhouses, and consequently the amount available for roads, especially 
municipal roads, was apparently considerably curtailed. Senator BING

HAM in his letter added that from what he could hear regarding the 
suffering in Porto Rico, it might be wise to appropriate additional funds 
to give employment to some of the unemployed, and suggested that he 
would like to receive the commissiol_l's recommendations in this regard." 

As a matter of fact, Major Eager said the whole basis and 
t~e primary purpose of .this additi<;mal appropriation is to. pro
VIde for unemployment m Porto Rico. I submit to you gentle
men, representi?g yo~r constituencies as you do, that we have 
unemployment m th1s country. Nobody has asked for money 
to_ be appropriated for the relief of their unemployment. If you 
are going to establish that policy, then I submit it ought not 
to be devoted alone to Porto Rico, but it ought to be given to 
the unemployed throughout America. Can you vote this addi
tional sum for Porto Rico alone after appropriatin rr more than 
$8,000,000 for the million and a half people in Porto Rico? 

Its commerce is suffering, no doubt. Commerce is suffering 
in this country. Its labor is unemployed, no doubt, but labor· 
is unemployed in this country. I submit, in all justice and in all 
fairness, and in the interest of the Treasury, which the Pre i
dent bas warned you will require the imposition of an addi
tional tax of 40 per cent if appropriations are not curtailed, that 
this amendment should not be adopted or concurred in, and I 
hope the House will not concur in it. 

We have already adopted the policy of loaning money. Now 
we are asked to adopt a policy of appropriating out of til~ 
Treasury, as a pure gratuity, millions of dollars for the purpo e 
of building dirt roads, as Secretary Mellon said, with the 
primary purpose of providing for unemployment. It is not for 
the purpose of building concrete roads or repairing roads of a 
durable nature, but for the repairing of dirt roads. The policy 
is wrong. I hope that the House will not set this precedent. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman ha·s 
expired. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, this House is the last body 
in the world to vote down this amendment in view of the record 
established by this House. We have .a long list of appropria
tions made for relief of every nature and description-north, 
south, east, and west. A few days ago we bad a bill in which 
we appropriated some $7,000,000. They were just a few votes 
short, so a few States were added to the bill and it passed the 
House. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS] referred to Porto 
Rico as though it were a foreign country. I submit to tlie 
gentleman that Porto Rico is just as much a part •of the United 
States as any State in the Union. 

]):lr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 
Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman appreciates the fact that this 

amendment is not similar to the amendments to which he refers. 
I will say to the gentleman, in the interest of consistency, that 
a proposition was made to agree to $1,000,000 for loans, even 
though they will never be returned, but it was the $2,000,000 
to which I referred. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In reply to that I will state that I much 
prefer the :frankness of this appropriation than the camouflage 
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of some of the appropriations we have made, calling it .a loan, 
when we know we will neve1· get back a cent. At least this is 
frank legislation. 

The gentleman from Tennessee referred to the unemployment 
situation. I want to say that this has a direct bearing on the 
unemployment situation. We have now in New York City a 
very critical condition and unless we can take care of the peo
ple of Porto Rico in Porto Rico they will come to the United 
States and make worse the conditions which exist here to-day. 

I can not for the Ufe of me see how anyone, in view of the 
record and precedents established by this House, can now con
sistently object to this paltry appropriation, which means 
nothing to the United States but means the very existence and 
the salvation of the people of Parto Rico. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Inasmuch as there is no precedent for a di

rect appropriation to provide employment, is it the thought of 
the gentleman from New York that if this precedent is estab
lished for Porto Rico he will be able to secure a liberal appro
priation to provide employment in New York? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say this to the gentleman from 
Michigan, that the unemployment situation in 1930 is not what 
it was 40 years ago, and that American labor will simply refuse 
to go hungry. When we have unemployment it affects the re
tailers, it affects the wholesalers, it affects the farmers, it affects 
the banks, it affects industry, and it will affect the whole coun
try, and when we arrive at such a condition we will have to do 
something very constructive and something very material to re
lieve the situation, and the people will not be satisfied with 
speeches of good will on the floor of the House. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
1\Ir. McFADDEN. I also call the gentleman's attention to the 

fact that this policy on the part of the Government is now being 
carried out in the United States, namely, to erect public build
ings for the purpose of taking care of the unemployment situa
tion. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is true. The President of the 
United States made an appeal for employment, and in answer 
to his appeal we are building roads and we are going on with 
construction work in every department of Governm'ent. I do 
not think it is fair to economize now on $3,000,000, which, as I 
have said, means the very existence and salvation of Porto 
Rico. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is one thing to make an appropriation 
which incidentally provides employment and quite another thing 
to enter upon a policy of making appropriations directly to 
provide employment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; I do not think there is, I will say to 
the gentleman, because this will aid the Commonwealth of the 
Island of Porto Rico, which is a part of the United States. 
It is for the building of schoolhouses which were destroyed 
and it is for the repair of roads which were damaged. No; 
the gentleman can not make that distinction at all. 

I appeal to the membership of this House. I appeal to the 
delegations from ev-ery State which has in one way or another 
ben~fited by this 'House when they had a crisis in their State to 
do the same for Porto Rico. 

Mr. WOOD. Ml'. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the House, 
I wish to call to the attention of the House the exact situation 
with reference to this Porto Rican item. We originally author
ized a loan of $6,000,000 to the farmers of Porto Rico. We 
authorized the giving to Porto Rico the sum of $2,000,000 for 
the purpose of rebuilding their roads and their schoolhouses. 
Now, we have kept the faith. Having kept the faith they al'e 
coming back and asking us for $3,000,000 more. 

I wish to say to you ladies and gentlemen that this whole 
thing may be denominated a gratuity. As already stated to 
you by the gentleman fi•om Tennessee, with very, very few ex
ceptions, and in small amounts, the money that has been loaned 
over there has been loaned upon security which the United 
States can not foreclose. There are mortgages heaped upon 
mortgages, and we are taking our chances of eventually getting 
something back. How many men in the United States would 
loan their own money upon a farm which had a second and 
third mortgage on it and expect to ever get anything back? 
That is the situation in Porto Rico. So do not let us delude 
Qurselves into the thought that we are ever going to have any 
:.. .. msiderable portion of this $6,000,000 returned. 

As I say, we have already,advanced $5,000,000 for these loans, 
and the independent offices bill which passed this House a few 
days ago, and is now pending in the Senate, carries an addi
tional $1,000,000. We have already given them $2,000,000 with 
which to rebuild their schoolhouses and their roads, and they 
have rebuilt their schoolhouses and repaired the roads for 

which we gave the $2,000,000. They now have far better 
schoolhouses than they ever had in all the existence of Porto 
Rico, for the Government of the United States builds better than 
they build in Porto Rico. 

According to the testimony of the representative of the War 
Department who had this 'expenditure in charge, the schools 
have been completed and this money is for the purpose of giving 
employment to the unemployed, and in order to give such em
ployment they are going to have them work upon little by-ways 
leading to these main trunklines going from one end of the 
island to the other. 

So I say I believe we have done our full part by Porto Rico. 
It occurs to me that our generosity in this respect has exceeded 
our better judgment, and, as has already been stated upon the 
floor here by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS], we 
have unemployment in the United States, we have had devasta
tions in the United States, we have, if you please, many oppor
tunities to give at home, and charity should begin at home. 

I hope this Congress, mindful of the duty that we are here 
to perform, mindful of · the guardianship of the Treasury of 
the United States, mindful of the interests of our own people 
and of our own industries, will not give away $3,000,000 more. · 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Do I understand we have heretofore ap

propriated $8,000,000 for Porto Rican relief, $2,000,000 for 
schools and roads, and $6,000,000 to be loaned to the farmers, 
and that $5,000,000 of the $6,000,000 has already been loaned? 

Mr. WOOD. We authorized $8,000,000, $6,000,000 of ;which 
was for loans to farmers and $2,000,000 was for building roads 
and schoolhouses. We have given the $2,000,000, which was an 
outright gift, and we have also advanced $5,000,000, and the 
last $1,000,000 is included in the independent offices appropria
tion bill, making in full the $8,000,000. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The Senate amendment proposes $3,000,000. 
additional. What is the attitude of the House committee? 
Are they against all of it, or do they propose to agree to a part 
of it? That has not been explained. 

Mr. WOOD. No; the whole business is in disagreement. 
This is the way this $3,000,000 item occurs in this bill. The 
$1,000,000 I have told you about that we are still to advance to 
Porto Rico is in the independent offices appropriation bill. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. And that is for loans to the farmers ot 
Porto Rico? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. Now this $3,000,000, $2,000,000 of which is 
supposed to be for the purpose of building roads and school
houses, all of which have been built, and $1,000,000 is for addi
tional loans. This is an independent item put on the deficiency 
bill by the Senate, and is in addition to the former appropriation 
of $8,000,000. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Are the conferees on the part of the House 
agreeing to any part of the $3,000,000 which is carried in the 
Senate amendment? 

Mr. WOOD. We are not. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. You are opposed to all of it; is that it? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. DAVILA rose. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). For what purpose 

does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. DAVILA. I would like the gentleman to yield me five 

minutes, because I want to explain some things that have been 
said here. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 
Mr. D.A VILA. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated here by the 

gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Wooo] that the money loaned to the farmers will 
not be repaid. This is merely the expression of an opinion. 
Congress should base legislation on actual facts and not on 
mental speculation which may prove at the end to be without 
justification. The people of Porto Rico have always paid what 
they owed, and I wish to assure you that this money will be 
repaid. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Wooo] says that 
.charity begins at home. Whose home, may I ask? If you are 
trying to differentiate between the rights and privileges to be 
enjoyed by American citizens in Porto Rico and American citi
zens i·n the mainland, then you are affording the people of Porto 
Rico reasons for being dissatisfied. Porto Rico is a part of the 
United States, and if charity begins at home, then you should 
help Porto Rico in the same way you are helping other com
munities in the United States. 

There should be no discrimination whatever. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 

the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The previous question was order~d. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 

of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McFADDEN] to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LAGUARDIA) there were--ayes 26, noes 155. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on 

the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to further insist on 
the disagreement of the House to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
-The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment No. 27: Page 20, after line 7, insert: 
"Buildings and grounds : For an additional amount f()r the purchase 

of additional school building and playground sites authorized to be 
acquired in the 5-year school-building program act, $100,000, which 
shall be available for expenditure without limitation as to price based 
on assessed value : Provided, That the part of the appropriation of 
$517,000 for the purchase of school building and playground sites, con
tained in the District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal ye.ar 
1930, which may be expended without limitation as to price based 
on assessed value, is hereby increased from $165,000 to $295,000." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in 
the Senate amendmert. I will state that this item is for the 
payment of an additional amount made necessary ty reason of 
condemnation proceedings on a school site. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

amendment in disagreement 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 75, line 8, strike out the figures " $6,000,000 " and insert 

"$6,750,000." 

Mr. WOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and I 
yield three minutes to the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. WASON]. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I · offer a preferential motion 
that the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana 
does not lose his control of the time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the gentleman from New 
Hampshire is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, the President of the United 
States some time ago called the attention of Congress · to the 
advil ability of speeding up the public-building program for the 
purpose of furnishing employment to our people. Unemploy
ment in New England was included in the above statement. 

If this post-office building is constructed of granite, it will 
mean employment of many skllled men in quarries and of men 
who finish the granite blocks for construction of this building 
who are now idle or working on part time. The old post-office 
building is constructed of granite. Many large business blocks 
in the city of Boston, privately owned, are constructed of 
granite. The United States buildings in Boston, including the 
cu. tomhouse, are constructed of granite. The people of Boston 
and New England favor granite construction wherever it .is 
possible, because it is more durable and less hazardous from 
climatic destruction. 

I believe, and almost know, that the citizenship of Boston and 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts favor granite construction 
of this Government building. I ask you, my colleagues, to seri
ously heed their request and respect their wishes. While legally 
the building belongs to the United States, in fact it is their 
building to take care of United States Government activities 
in their midst, surrounded by their business establishments and 
their homes. 

New England is the hom·e o~ the early immigrants and settlers 
of this Nation. I beg of you to cru.'efully consider their wishes 
in this matter. It is the appeal of the fathers of by-gone days to 
us, their descendants, which urge you to rem·ember and respect. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. LuCE]. 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, it is planned to build, and already 
the site has been cleared for this purpose--it is planned to build 
in the heart of Boston a Federal building to house the post 
office, the Federal courts, and other Federal activities not 
now accommodated in the customhouse. 

Should the figures stay at $6,000,000 the building, which is to 
,.....be 21 stories in height, will have a granite facing up about 50 

feet, leaving more than 30Q feet tQ be faced with Indian~ 

limestone. We, who are tQ live with that building, are asking 
that the whole structure be ·of granite, for these reasons: 

First. The paramount reason springs from the fact that the 
business depression is affecting New England more than any 
other section of the country. The delay in the passage of the 
tariff bill has added to our troubles. Our bigger industries 
are particularly afflicted and a large number of our people are 
out of employment. 

In accordance with the policy of the administration to meet 
this emergency as far as possible by the expenditure of public 
funds for public construction, it is humane that our people in 
need of employment sh,all have this additional help, which, 
it is estimated, will furnish work for a thousand men through 
a year and so relieve the needs of their families and aid all 
those with whom they do business. 

Shading into the first re~son is the second reason-the eco
nomic reason-much of the same nature, in that the expendi
ture of mpney for public buildings stimulates industry in every 
direction, with effect that spreads throughout the land. 

Thirdly, there is what I admit to be a sentimental reason, in 
that we of New England wish our monumental edifices erected 
by the Nation to be built of that material which has been the 
pride of New England from its earliest days-granite. We 
yield to other parts of the country if they have similar de ires. 
Let them embody the spirit of their localities in the nature of 
their buildings. [Applause.] 

Next comes the practical reason. We live on a bleak coast. 
We thrive on the east wind, but the east wind bring to us the 
damp and the fog and the salt air wWch attack every kind of 
building material. They will enter tlu·ough the pores of lime
stone, and then, situated as we are on the coast, where the 
weather fluctuates from day to day-now freezing, now thaw
ing-inevitably the result is that the softer materials will not 
endure. We have our own soft stones of one kind and another, 
but never will we use them if we can help it for those structures 
that are to la,st through the generations. We want the thing 
that endures, and that is granite. [Applause.] 

There is, next, what I shall call the artistic or esthetic rea
son. The suggestion may fittingly come, you will say, from that 
part of the country, and I shall not disclaim the impeachment. 
Yet in every corner of the land there should never be forgetful
ness of the double purpose ot great public buildings-the in
tent to inspire the people with a sense of respect for govern
ment and at the same time to arouse a desire for that which is 
beautiful. Are we to be answered with the demand that 
economy shall prevail? 

Go outside of this very Capitol Building, view the center 
of it, made of Virginia sandstone, see the paint falling off, and 
then compare it with the marble of the two wing . Do you 
think that "is the best lesson to teach the countless visitors that 
come to Washington? Go down and look at tbe Washington 
Monument. See where the line of cleavage is between the old 
work and the new, the blemish that always attracts the eye. It 
is the flaw in the jewel. To the onlooker it grievously les ens 
the value of that glorious shaft. In my own Oommonwealth 
we have a statehouse, the front of which we acclaim for its 
architectural beauty. It is famed as "the Bul.finch front." 
Through misjudgment more recent builders have added to the 
original structure wings_ of different materials, that will al
ways lack in harmony. Always will there be the regret that 
there is not the unity which ought to characterize every great 
public building. 

I have con ulted in this matter with two experts in architec
ture, one a man of long experience and now engaged in teaching 
architecture the other the editor of an architectural journal. 
E?ch threw' up his hands in abhon·ence at the idea of put
ting two kinds of stone in the main walls of such a build
ing as this is to be. One said jocosely that it is like the 
meringue on top of a lemon pie. You propose to confront the 
eye of the connoisseur with that incongruity-yes; to disturb 
as well many a man without training. I myself never had 
architectural training, but there is some instinct in me which 
rebels against the theory that for the sake of saving a few 
dollars you should erect a building which will never fully satisfy 
even the untrained instinct. 

Mr. Speaker, we want this building a thing of beauty, .a 
thing of massive grandeur, a thing which by its unified mass 
shall impress the people with the majesty and dignity of the 
American Government, and for this, in addition to the other 
reasons, we ask that you grant the plea of those who must live 
with this building. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON]. 

Mr. ORAl\ITON. l\Ir. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, I understand that through his spirit of fairness, the 
e~man has apportioned 4() minutes to those who are urging 
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granite and 20 minutes to those who are defending the com
mittee action. Inasmuch as I have so little time I ask that I 
be not interrupted until I have completed my statement. 

First, as to this matter of taste on which many of us are al
ways inclined to follow the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LuOE]. :Mr. Wetmore, the Supervising Architect, in the 
hearings, said that there is nothing inartistic about a combined 
granite and limestone building; that many buildings are built 
that way. He says· 

It is a matter of taste. Now, the architects in our office who are 
working on this particular building prefer the design that they have to 
one of all granite ; but the building would look more substantial if lt 
was of granite. 

So far as the artistic is concerned, there are many buildings 
that combine the two stones. 

It is to be understood that the issue here is whether this 
office building in Boston, 21 stories high, shall be entirely of 
granite, or shall be as the House originally voted, three stories 
of granite and the balance of limestone. For fear that, after 
hearing my fdend from Massachusetts [Mr. LucE], you may 
conclude that limestone is a most unworthy stone, let us re
member that the entire building program that we are carrying 
on now in the Mall in the Capital of the Nation, to challenge 
the attention of the world, is of limestone. 

There is a difference of $750,000 whether you use granite or 
limestone in this building. My friends from New England very 
naturally are in favor of granite, because the granite will be 
produced in New England, and the labor will be there. But if 
limestone is to be used, that is not to be imported from abroad. 
The men who quarry the limestone will need the labor as much 
as the men who quarry the granite, and they, like those in New 
England, will be residents of the United States. I see no dis
tinction there. Some will suggest, perhaps, or think it anyway, 
that my colleague from Indiana is interested in limestone be
cause they quarry that in Indiana. I am sure my friend would 
have the same right that my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. 
w ASON] has to favor granite or my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LucE] has to favor granite, but I know enough about WILL 
\VooD to know that that is not what actuates him. His duty is 
to protect the Treasury, and he is trying to do it. Furthermore, 
limestone does not come from his district. It may come from his 
State, and if it does it will come from a district represented by a 
gentleman on the minority side of the House [Mr. GREENwooD]. 

Mr. DUNBAR rose. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I guess my friend [Mr. DUNBAR] wants to 

remind me that some of it is in his district. However, the 
question is, Shall we add another $750,000 to the appropriation 
for this post office? The House added $1,750,000 as I remember 
it to enlarge the structure, and having secured that, then these 
gentlemen have gone to the Senate to get another three-quarters 
of a million dollars to make it all of granite. 

Let us remember the condition of the Treasury. Let us re
member the industrial conditions that may easily adversely 
affect the condition of the Treasury. We must continue to do 
as we are doing this afternoon and consider the effect on the 
Treasury of these additional appropriations. 

Another reason why I oppose this additional $750,000 is that 
the old system was changed on the theory that these programs 
would be arranged, not just on the score of local pride, but 
in accordance with the needs of the public service. The old 
" pork barrel " building bills were arranged to meet local pride. 
We have adopted a different system with these appropriations 
based on needs of the service. Under the new system these 
appropriations were not to be based on local pride but on the 
needs of the public service. The efficiency of the service would 
be promoted and accomplished by an appropriation of $6,000,000, 
but they are not satisfied with that. They must come in for 
$750,000 additional on the score of local pride. That was not 
the idea in the present public-building program. It violates the 
principle of the existing legislation. 
• Other Members have the same right as the Members from 

Massachusetts to speak in behalf of their own districts. If I 
were to speak of my own district, it would but express the 
situation that is found in scores of other districts. As author
ized by the law to-day, the program does not permit the expendi
ture of five cents on any post-office building in any community 
having less than $40,000 per annum in postal receipts. Here 
we are trying to get buildings for towns of five or six thousand 
population, but they can not now be considered-the great cities 
must be first cared for. Adding $750,000 to Boston defers seven 
$100,000 buildings elsewhere. The new legislation that passed 
the House and is pending in the Senate will bring it down even
tually to offices with receipts of $25,000 per annum-if we do 
not keep adding large amounts to the items now on the program. 

L:XXII-355 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I regret I can not yield. 
This is a policy which this House has got to determine, 

whether we shall adhere to a sound and economic building pro
gram or whether we are going to go in for local pride through
out the country. If you increase this item, you must increase 
others, so that they, too, can have marble or granite instead 
of limestone. Every time you approve such an increase a 
number of towns and districts represented in this House are 
going to have their buildings postponed and be compelled to 
wait a long time before their real need for public buildings 
can be supplied. It is natural to have sympathy with my 
friends from New England, but whether it is for New England 
or Indiana or anywhere else I think our first consideration 
must be given to the Treasury, without any $750,000 contribu
tions to local pride. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Maine [Mr. NELSoN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. NELSON of Maine. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, my duty to the unemployed granite cutters of Maine 
and my own sense of justice compel me to speak at least a 
word here this morning. The principle involved in this dis
cussion is a far broader one than just what Boston is to have 
for a post office. It concerns not only Boston and the Common
wealth of Massachusetts but all New England, and most vitally 
affects the State which I represent. 

The granite business is one of the oldest in my section of 
the country. In it millions of dollars are invested and upon 
it thousands of people are dependent for their livelihood. Of 
late the industry has been going through a lean period. Busi
ness is depressed and unemployment in the industry serious. 
Our people had been looking forward with hope to the inaugu
ration of the great Federal building program which promised 
to stimulate business in all parts of the country and to help 
relieve unemployment everywhere, when they learned, with 
consternation, that it was proposed to come up among the 
granite hills of New .England and erect, amongst the dignified 
and beautiful granite municipal buildings of Boston, a post 
office of limestone from half way across the continent, leaving 
the idle stonecutters of New England, represented by those of 
Quincy and Milford and Rockport, to stand around with their 
hands in their pockets and watch the Federal Government 
stimulate one of our basic industries with blows and relieve 
unemployment in New England by sending its pay rolls out 
into the Middle West. 

Nationally, the decision made here to-day marks a crisis in 
the granite industry of the entire country. It means either a 
revival of the business or a serious threat to its future. So far 
as New England is concerned, if the subcontract for the exterior 
finish of this building goes to Indiana instead of to some New 
England State or States, it will be a severe economic blow to 
many a New England community and a severe political blow to 
many a New England Congressman. 

I do not feel that we of New England are selfish in asking that 
the material for this building come from our own section rather 
than from the one State that is already assm·ed of furnishing 
the material for the entire governmental building program of 
the city of Washington. I do not feel that we of New England 
are provincial. We have consistently voted for the appropria
tion of hundreds -of millions of dollars for the welfare of the 
West, including those for :tlood relief, Boulder Dam, and farm 
relief. In the latter case we have received much adverse 
criticism from some constituents, but we still believe that what 
is best for the country as a whole is best for its individual sec
tions. We have sought to do justice to the West. That is all 
that we ask for New England. 

Our people are deeply concerned in this matter. They feel that 
the proposed action is a good deal like pushing a man off his own 
doorstep; that it is fundamentally wrong and antagonistic to the 
sentiment and to the material well-being of our people. [Ap-
plause.] _ 

Mr. WOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS]. 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me-that New Eng
land is asking very little in requesting this additional $750,000 
appropriation for our own granite. Boston rates a granite 
post office. Judge Wetmore, the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury, stated before the Senate Appropriations Committee: 

Well, I will say that 1f this building had been authorized under the 
old system, when we made estimates separately for buildings, it would 
undoubtedly have been estimated a granite building. 
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The first grmte that was ever quarried in the United States 

was quarried in Massachusetts. We now quarry more granite 
than any other State in the Union. We have the oldest build
ing of granite in the United States in Boston, Kings Chapel, 
which was built in 1749 of bowlders from Braintree, which 
at tha t time were split by fire. That is still standing and is 
in fine condition. Every public building in Boston, with but 
one exception, is built of granite. 

This year we celebrate the three hundredth anniversary of 
the birth of free government in Massachusetts Bay Colony, 
the birth of free gov-ernment in this country, and that is the 
heritage that Massachusetts has given to the United States. I 
hope you will all come and help us celebrate that anniversary 
of the birth of free government. We shall give you a very cor
dial welcome. It will be very humiliating to us if we have 
to tell the visitors to Massachusetts that we sent to Indiana, 
over a thousand miles a way, for limestone to build our post 
office, when we have in our own State and in other parts of 
New England the most beautiful granite in the world. 

We have in my own district at Chelmsford, granite, a very 
beautiful light or white granite, and the people of Lowell ha-ve 
just built a bank of that material. 

If you have any doubt as to which is the better stone--lime
stone or granite--! refer you to two letters that I have just 
received in answer to some questions I asked-one from the 
Geological Survey and one from the Bureau of Standards. Here 
is the letter from the Geological Survey and my questions, also 
one paragraph from the Bureau of Standards letter. 

UNITED STATES DEPARTJIIENT Oil' THE INTERIOR, 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 

Washington, March 18, 1930. 
Hon. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 

House of Representatit:es. 
MY DEAR MRS. ROGERS : In reply to your letter of March 17, I am 

pleased to send you herewith · answers to your questions relative to the 
durability of granite and limestone. These answers have been prepared 
by G. F. Loughlin, geologist in charge of stone investigations. 

Very cordially yours, 
JULIAN D. f:!BARS, Acting Director. 

LIST Oil' QUESTIONS ABOUT GRANITE AND LU.1ESTONE 

1. Have you any ·information relative to the durability and weather· 
lng of granite in buildings in climate similat· to that of Boston? 

2. Would granite be as liable to stain and unsightly discoloration 
as limestone? 

3. Which stone, granite or limestone, will withstand the action of 
frost the longer? 

'4. Would the effects of frost action on limestone in a climate similar 
to Boston be serious in 50 years? Granite? 

5. Is granite more durable than limestone? 
6. Is limestone as uniform in quality as granite as to weathering or 

discoloration in such a structure as the Boston post office? 
7. Will carving and delicate ornament retain its detail in limestone 

as long as in granite? 
8. Is there any evidence of chemical corrosion in granite buildings? 

In limestone? 
9. Which stone is easier to clean, granite or limestone, and which 

will stay clean longer? 
10. Will soot and oil in the atmosphere be more detrimental to lime

stone or granite in a building? 

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS REGAIU>ING GRANITE AND LIMESTONE SUB;l.1ITTED 
BY EDITH NOURSE ROGERSJ MEMBER OF CONGRESS) MARCH 17 1930 

1. A study of building stones used in Boston was 'made by :he under
signed in 1903 and has been r enewed at intervals since then. In 
granite buildings erected at such early dates as 1805 (State prison, 
Charlestown), 1825 (Bunker Hill Monument), and 1847 (customhouse) 
the granite shows no perceptil>le ·evidence of weathering, in spite of 
the fact that the granite was cut from bowlders and superficial parts 
of ledges that have been exposed to weathering for thousands of years. 
In all other respects the durability of the granites is satisfactory. 

In a few old buildings, where soft granite was used, excessive ham
mering used in obsolete methods of finishing has caused a thin shat
tered skin to yield to frost action, but after that shattered skin was 
t·emoved no further change has taken place in 25 years or more (e. g., 
city hall, erected in 1865, first studied by the writer in 1903 and last 
seen by him in 1927). 

2. Granite would not be as liable to stain .and discoloration as lime
stone. Both the high porosity and the chemical composition render the 
limes tones most commonly used for building stone much more subject 
to stain and discoloration, both from salts derived by seepage from 
cement, mortar, backing, etc., and from copper or bronze. 

3. Granite will withstand the action of frost much longer than the 
limestones commonly used for building, especially in a humid climate. 

4. This question can not be adequately answered merely by "yes" 
or ''no." Some limestone where most exposed to frost action in a 

climate like Boston's would show vet·y conspicuous effects of freezing 
within a period of 50 years, but the better grades where similarly ex
posed might show only minor effects. Granite will show no effects of 
frost action in 50 years, or even a much longer time. 

5. Granite is the most durable of all the ordinary building stones, 
.and will retain its surface details long after limestone bas been mark
edly corroded. 

6. There is more likely to be marked variation in limestone than in 
granite as regards weathering and discoloration in such a structure as 
the Boston post office. 

7. Carving and delicate ornament will not retain their detail nearly 
as long in limestone as in granite. 

8. There is no evidence of chemical corrosion in granite buildings, 
but plenty of evidence of chemical corrosion in limestone buildings. 

9. So far as I know there may be little or no difference in the ease 
of cleaning either granite or limestone, and the period that each will 
stay clean depends upon local conditions. Sooty dust will fall with 
equal r eadiness upon each stone, and its degree of retention win depend 
upon the roughness and porosity of surface. Corrosion of limestone 
surfaces by rain water tends to r emove in some places, but in others 
dust continues to collect and retains moisture, thus acting as a poul
tice and giving moisture a longer opportunity to corrode the limestone. 
The immunity of granite to such corrosion eliminates both of these 
possibilities. 

If stains are due to seepage of moisture through limestone, the 
stains will r eappear so long as material causing the stain continues to 
be supplied from mortar or backing. 

Cleaning by sand blast does not injure granite surfaces but bruises 
softer stone like limestone and renders it just so much more subject to 
corrosion by rain water and to frost action. Steam cleaning is prob
ably satisfactory on both stones, although any slight tendency to corro
sion by moisture condensing from the steam will be more effective on 
limestone than on granite. Acid or alkali preparations for cleaning are 
not to be recommended on either stone, but on the whole are less likely 
to bring out subsequent stains on granite than on limestone. 

10. Soot and oil will mar the appearance of any s tone but, as 
stated in the third paragraph above, is more detrimental to limestone 
than to granite. 

Respectfully submitted, 
G. F. LOUGHLIN, 

Geologist in Charge of Stone Investigati-ons) 
United States Geological Survey. 

DEPARTMENT Oil' COMMERCE, 

Hon. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 

BUREAU OF STANDARDS) 
Washington, March 18, 1930. 

House Of/ice Builditng, Washington, D. 0. 
Subject : Granite and limestone for building purposes. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSW0~1AN : First. Answering your letter of March 17 
concerning the weathering qualities of granite in Boston and vicinity it 
may be said that the old buildings and monuments of this material in 
Boston afford the best information available on the subject. Old King's 
Chapel was erected in 1749 of granite bowlders which are said to have 
been split by means of fire. This is probably the oldest stone building 
in this country, and it has withstood the rigorous climate of Boston 
remarkably well. A considerable number of old granite structures may 
be cited in Boston, such as the customhouse, Bunker Hill Monument, 
post office, Massachusetts General Hospital, Quincy Market, etc. From 
present appearances it may be judged that any of these structures will 
stand for several centuries. 

I have also the following statement: 
REl GRANITE VERSUS LIMESTONE 

P. 453: Stones for building and decoration, by late Dr. George P. 
Merrill, curator of geology, United States National Museum. 

Life of various kinds of building stone in New York City. "Life" 
being understood to mean the number of years that the stones have been 
found to last without di scoloration or disintegration to the extent of 
necessitating repairs. 

(From Report Tenth Census, 1880, vol. 10, p. 391) 

Life in years 
Coarse b t·ownstone _____________ ;.._______________________ 5 to 15 

Fine laminated brownstone----------------------------- 20 to 50 Compact brownstone ____________ _______________________ 100 to 200 
Bluestone (sandstone), untried, probably centuries. 
Nova Scotia sandstone, untried, perhaps__________________ 50 to 200 
Ohio sandstone (best silicious var-iety). perhaps from one 

to many cent uries. 
Coarse fossiliferous li.mestone___________________________ 20 to 
Fine oolitic (French) limes tone__________________________ 30 to 

40 
40 
40 1\Ia~·ble, coarse, dolomitic ______________________________ _ 

M'arble, fine, dolomitiC----------------------------------
Marble, fine-------------------------~----------------
Granite------------- - ---------------------------------
Gnei s, 50 years to many <;enturies. 

60 to 80 
50 to 100 
75 to 200 

Both point to the fact that the ordinary life of limestone is 
about 50 years. That is the best selected limestone. The life 
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of granite is centuries. It has already been pointed out by 
Congressman LuCE that in our climate limestone can not 
stand up as well as it can in other climates, and you know from 
the buildings we have already built of granite that granite 
withstands centuries without decay. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the lady from Massachusetts 
has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. GREENWOOD]. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, we have a 
building program that was adopted at the last Congress. I 
supported the program, together with my colleague from Indi
ana [Mr. ELLIOT.r]. Certain authorizations have been made 
to build public buildings throughout all parts of the United 
States. To increase the authorization or appropriation on any 
one project now means to cut down the prospect of building 
public buildings in many States under that former authoriza
tion. 

To increase this appropriation by $750,000 will mean to take 
$75,000 each from 10 public buildings in other parts of the 
United States. 

Of course the unemployment situation is bad everywhere, but 
it does not relieve that situation generally to furnish more 
employment in New England. We have unemployment in Indi· 
ana, and at these 10 places where these public buildings will be 
built there is unemployment to be taken care of. 

Of course granite is a great building material, but it is very 
expensive, and it is an expense that is not needed. 'l~e engi
neers and chemists of our Government have determined that 
Indiana iimestone is the premier building material So confi
dent are they of the permanent qualities of this stone that they 
have accepted it and adopted it for the public-building program 
in the Capital City in the triangle. That should be sufficient 
recommendation to this House. 

Something has been said about the quality of Indiana lime
stone. Indiana limestone is 97 per cent pure carbonate of lime 
with a small proportion of silica, magnesia, and oxide of iron. 
It is a perfect resistant to corrosive gases and acids contained 
in city smoke-laden air. It is a most valuable quality for 
permanence. 

The pyramids of Egypt, the temples of Karnak, St. Paul's 
Cathedral in England, were built of limestone, but the English 
limestone is a poor second to Indiana limestone. The great 
cathedral of Mount St. Albans, which the specifications say is. 
to stand 10,000 years, is built of Indiana limestone. 

On North Sixteenth Street the great Scottish Rite Temple 
is being built of Indiana limestone. 'nle Grand Central Ter
minal Station in New York City is built of Indiana limestone. 
The engineers report that it is thirty-five times a,s strong as 
necessary to bear the load. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. KNUTSON]. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen, lf 
all the buildings that are being constructed as enumerated by 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat are to be built of 
Indiana limestone it would seem only the part of fairness that 
they leave a few crumbs for us and erect the Boston building 
of granite. 

Mr. BRIGHAM. Will the gentlemAn yield for a question? 
Mr. KNUTSON. I yield. 
Mr. BRIGHAM. Is the State of Indiana the only source of 

supply of the limestone used so extensively in the building pro
gram of the Gove-rnment? 

Mr. KNUTSON. It is. According to the Bureau of Mines, 
it is the only State in the Union that furnishes limestone suit
able for building, and before I finish I will be able to explain 
the activities of the limestone bloc. 

Mr. BRIGHAM. Then the only relief to the stone industry 
· from the great building program w.e have authorized, aggregat

ing hundreds of millions of dollars, will accrue to the quarry 
industry of one State, and even though depression and wide
spread unemployment exists in the quarry industries of the 
other States of the Union which are being taxed to provide the 

· money to carry out this program, no relief may be expected if 
the policy advocated. by the Appropriations Committee of the 
House is adopted? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Absolutely none. 
Mr. Speaker, in a recent issue of the Boston Record I en

countered an editorial which spoke of the Indiana "limestone 
bloc " in the House, and it credited its creation to that astute 
and master salesman, the chairman of the House Appropriations 
Committee. · 

In reading the hearings had on the deficiency appropriation 
bill, one is struck with admiration by the determined efforts of 
the gentleman from Indiana, who appears in the role of super
salesman for Indiana limestone, and he apparently acts ~n the 

precept of the old lady in the Hoosier Schoolmaster who be
lieved in "gittin' plenty while the gittin' was good." So far 
as Indiana limestone is concerned, 1\fr. Speaker, the "gittin'" 
never was better. The majority leader in another body is a 
Hoosier, as are the chairman of the Appropriations and Public 
Buildings and Grounds Committees of the House. 

No wonder that so many Government buildings are being 
built of Indiana limestone. With that combination, they could 
sell soapstone and get away with it. 

In his zealous efforts in behalf of Indiana limestone, the 
adroit chairman of the Appropriations Committee denominates 
the Indiana stone "neolithic," which I had always supposed 
referred to the " stone age." He probably employs the term 
because his methods savor of that period. [Laughter.] 

The hearings disclose that the gentleman from Indiana sought 
to make a disparaging comparison between the Treasury Build
ing, which is built of granite, and the Treasury Annex Building, 
the material of which comes from the gentleman's beloved home 
State. He fails to take note of the fact that the Treasury 
Building was erected immediately following the Civil War, 
whereas the annex was completed in 1919. In other words, the 
granite b~ilding is more than 50 years older and is to-day a 
monument to the enduring qualities of granite, the "rock of 
ages." 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, I am perfectly willing 
that the great State of Indiana shall have its fair share of any 
business that may accrue from the forthcoming public-building 
program, but I am not willing that the gentleman from Indiana 
shall recline his manly form full length in the trough to the 
exclusion of all other sections of the country. The granite 
interests are willi.J;lg to go into any sort of legitimate competi
tion to get its share of the business, but it does object most 
strenuously to playing the game with a "cold deck." [Applause 
and laughter.] 
INDIANA'S MISTAKil--SHE WOULD FORCE US TO USia HER LIMESTONE ON 

OUR POST OFFICE--WE WANT GRANITE 

That New England's campaign for the use of granite in the con
struction of Boston's new Federal building is a long distance from 
victory is indicated by · dispatches from Washington. 

A group of Congressmen known to their colleagues as the Indiana 
limestone bloc are opposed to an all-granite facing. 

If they can, these gentleman will compel us to take limestone. 
Strategically, our friends from the Hoosier State occupy a strong 

position. WILL R. WOOD, a veteran of their delegation, is chailwan of 
the House Appropriations Committee, and, as such, exercises a good 
deal of power. 

We are both surprised and pained to read that Congressman WooD 
is " violently opposed" to an all-granite post office for Boston. 

As one of the officers of the Republican National Congressional Com
mittee, Chairman Wooo has been a frequent visitor to this section. 
He has been looked upon as one of New England's friends at the 
Capital. 

Congressman Wooo ought to realize, and the men of the " limestone 
bloc" should concede, that it is proper and reasonable for New England 
to prefer its native granite to a cheaper stone from far away. 

Granite is found in each of the six States. Millions of dollars are 
invested in our quarries aoo cutting plants. Thousands of workmen, 
with the members of their families, are dependent upon an industry 
which, throughout the generations, has contributed to the prosperity 
of this section. 

This fourth largest postal district of the United States wants
demands-a post office built of New England granite I 

And if Indiana persists in her opposition to that preference, Indiana, 
in our opinion, will make a serious mistake. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen
tleman from :Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH]. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Michigan has emphasized two points in opposing the increase 
in appropriation which is desired by New England and by the 
granite industry generally. He has indicated in the first place 
that he considers the increase requested excessive. My answer 
is that we are dealing with a $6,000,000 building and that we 
are asking only for an increase in the maximum limit of cost 
amounting to approximately 12 per cent. Having in mind the 
definite purpose of the administration to relieve prevailing 
unemployment through the Federal building pr~oram, it does 
not seem to me that it can be justly maintained that an increase 
of 12 per cent in respect to the outstanding building in the 
whole of New England is excessive. 

In the second place, the gentleman from Michigan suggests 
that if the desired increase. is allowed some of us may lose 
some of the smaller buildings we might otherwise ultimately 
obtain under the building program. I submit with all defer
ence to the gentleman from Michigan that this argument, 
howev~ true in theory, is entirely without value from the prac-
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tical standpoint. I am assured by the Treasury Department 
that the desired increase, if allowed, will be so reflected, if at 
all, only when the total funds authorized for the general pro
gram have been definitely appropriated. The total funds au
thorized for this purpose, if the Elliott bill is passed by the 
Senate, will amount to $3G3,000,000, to be expended, pursuant 
to annual appropriation, over a further period of from 8 to 10 
years. 

I have only time for a word from the standpoint of the 
granite industry of America-an industry operating in 38 States 
of the Union, represented in New England by some 500 separate 
concerns, and affording a means of livelihood for upward of 
40,000 American families. 

That industry has placed its hopes and its faith in the Fed
eral building program and in the announced program of the 
administration for the relief of unemployment. It has been 
confident that the Federal Government would accord it its full 
share of construction, its full share of unemployment relief. 

What, in fact, has happened? Building after building out
side New England has been awarded in large measure to lime
stone, a material believed to be inferior to granite, largely 
supplied by a single organization within a single State. Under 
present conditions, I am advised that this organization in this 
State may well obtain $100,000,000 worth of business under the 
Federal program. 

Now it is sugge ted that the most important Federal building 
in all New England, in the capital of l\!assachusetts and in the 
heart of the New England granite industry, shall be similarly 
constructed-1 story of granite, 20 stories of Indiana limestone. 
The suggestion has provoked a storm of protest in New Eng
land. The Governor of Massachusetts, the Massachusetts House 
of Representatives, the mayor of Boston, chambers of commerce, 
labor organizations, and newspapers throughout New England 
have united in a concerted and earnest appeal for an all-granite 
Federal building in Boston. 

The Boston postal district is the fourth in America, serving 
some 2,000,000 of people in an area of about 270 square miles, 
and doing an annual business of over $18,000,000. The new 
Federal building, 21 stories in height, will accommodate not 
only the post office but the Federal courts of the district, 10 
major Federal departments, and various independent offices, 
such as the Veterans' Bureau, the Interstate Commerce Com
mission, the Shipping Board, and the Civil Service Commission. 

Under the regulations of the Treasury Department hereto
fore in force, as the Supervising Architect has testified, a build
ing of this impo_rtance in this locality would clearly call for 
an all-granite construction. The old post office was made of 
granite. Most of our public buildings in Boston are made of 
granite. The customhouse, which will tower over the new 
building a stone's throw away, is made of granite. Even under 
the present Federal program granite buildings will be found at 
Duluth, at New York, and elsewhere. I believe that the new 
building in Boston should be made of granite. 

The granite industry has no desire to ask the unreasonable. 
It does believe it is entitled to its fair share of Federal con
struction, to ita fair share of unemployment relief under the 
program of the administration. It believes that it is entitled, 
with other industry, to a steadymg hand at this time of depres~ 
sion. It believes that it is entitled to particular consideration 
in respect to this great Federal building which is to be erected 
in Boston-the most important piece of construction in all New 
England under the Federal program. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my co
conspirator, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ELLIOTT]. 
[Applause.] 

:ur. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives, I knew there was a lot of hard 
work for the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds of the House of Representatives to do, but I 
never knew before I heard the speech of the gentleman from 
Minnesota that there was anything disgraceful about it. I 
want you gentlemen to understand that I am not interested in 
the fight between granite, .marble, and limestone. Personally, 
I represent that vast body in here who are thankful to get 
brick in their districts. [Applause.] 

A lot has been said to-day about the limestone industry get
ting the most of the money for these public buildings. The 
Treasury Department informs me that the amount of money 
that is given to the granite industry and to the marble industry 
for inside decorations in these buildings is as great, if not 
greater, than the money that is going to the limestone industry. 
[Applause.] 

Every building in the country of any character whatsoever 
gets a granite base. All of these buildings, unless it be some 
inconsiderable building, get marble decorations on the inside. 
However, the vast majority of the people of this country are 

going to be well satisfied to get a combination of a granite 
foundation, a brick superstructure, and some marble decora
tions on the inside. [Applause.] 

My principal interest in this matter is this: I have endeav
ored to bring to you folks a building program that would not 
only bupd decent buildings in the great cities of this country 
but which would enable the patriotic citizens in little county
seat towns to have a chance to look at something that Uncle 
Sam had put there, recognizing that they were a part of this 
Republic.. [Applause.] . 

We have authorized at this time $248,000,000 for public build
ings outside of the District of Columbia, which has been al
located by the Treasury and Post Office Departments to various 
cities throughout the country. If this additional appropriation 
is added to-day you will be trespassing upon allocations that 
have been made to some other places in the United States be
cause there is no other way to do it. The $248,000,000 i~ all 
that has been authorized at this time and it has all beeu 
allocated. 

The building that has been designed by the Treasury De
partment for the city of Boston is a magnificent affair. The 
average fellow could walk along the streets of Boston and 
look up at that building, with its 300 feet of limestone above 
the foundation, as they say, and he would never know but 
what it was all granite, and so far as that is concerned it 
would stay there so long that even the oldest old-timer in 
Boston would not be there when it got to be an old building. 

I think the amendment carrying the $750,000 should be cut 
out in the interest JJf the rest of the country. (Applause]. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. KETcHAM]. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House 
knowing the interest that all of us have in the public buildin~ 
projects, I have taken the time to run through hurriedly th~ 
increases that are provided in this bill over the original authori
zations provided when the Elliott bill was first reported, and I 
find the very interesting information that 15 projects are listed 
here with total increases of $3,996,000, which would construct 
practically 40 new buildings in various parts of the country of 
the value of $100,000 per building. My conclusion is that by reason 
of the fact that we only have a stated sum authorized, if these 
allowances are granted and we give $3,820,000 more to the build
ings already authorized, this means that 38 of the smaller cities 
of the United States, under the terms of the authorization, must 
do without public buildings. 

1\.Ir. FORT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KETCHAM. Yes. 
1\.Ir. FORT. Have the balance of the increases been passed by 

the conferees? 
Mr. KETCHAM. I think not all of them have been approved 

by the conferees. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle

man from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY]. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in connection 

with this matter of the Boston building that I consider the 
chairman of the Approprations Committee, Mr. Woon, has acted 
with eminent fairness. He was willing that there should be two 
extra conferees added, knowing that at least one of those con
ferees was favorable to the New England interests, and I there
fore deprecate very much any statement on tl.lis floor that his 
position is inspired by the fact that he himself is a citizen of 
Indiana. [Applause.] He is too big a man to take any such 
position, and the advocates of this motion from our State cer
tainly do not consider that is the position he is assuming. He is 
sincere in his opposition to the appropriation exactly as we are 
sincere in our efforts in its behalf. Whether he favors or 
opposes an appropriation no selfish motive is involved. 

In relation to the increase that has previously been made, I 
may say that this was not at the solicitation of the citizens of 
Boston or of New England, but was for the convenience of the 
department and the interests that will use the building. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. C:&.A.MTO~] would lead you to 
think that New England asked for this additional $1,250,000 in 
order to change the building from a 10-story to a 21-story build
ing, but this was done by the department, and not by those 
interested in this additional appropliation now under consid
eration. 

I also call attention to the fact that in the city of Springfield, 
Mass., limestone was used in the municipal group, and in con
versation \vith the mayor of Springfield on Monday of thls week 
be informed me that limestone is not a satisfactory material in 
our New England climate. The buildings in Springfield are 
showing the disintegration of the stone. 
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Therefore I conenr most heartily in what my colleague [Mr. 

LuGE] has said in reference to the need of a harder stone than 
Indiana li.rpestone in a building to be located where the new 
Government building will be in Boston. 

Let me read to you two communications. We have had innu
merable communications from the various interests in behalf of 
the labor that is involved in this extra $750,000, but I am only 
going to cull attention now to two communications. 

BoSTON, MAss., March 19, 1930. 
Representative ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 

House of B ef)r88e:ntatwes: 
This commission, deeply inter~sted in bettering employment tn Massa

chusetts, respeetfully urges your support of appropriation to provide 
granite for Federal buildings here, thus affording work for 1,000 men 
for one year. 

MASSAC'HUSETI'S INDUSTRIAL CoMMISSlON, 

By L. M. LAMB, Ea:ectttive Secretary. 

This is an official State organization. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu

setts bas expired. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaket; I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the REXX>RD by inserting a communication 
from the Governor of Massachusetts in support of this appro
priation. 

Tbe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The communication referred to is as follows: 

BOSTON, MAss., March 19., 199(). 
Hon. ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 

House of R-epresentatives, Washtngt01~ D. 0. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN TREADWAY: Please use your utmo:St endeavors to 

have the a.pproprln.tlon for the Boston post office increased three-quarters 
of n million dollars, so that the building may be constructed of granite, 
which, in our opinion, is the proper material to use for post offices in 
this district. Granite will wear enough longer and look enough better 
to warrant the increased expenditm·e., which means it is fully as eco-
nomical for the Government and at the same time will permit the 
building to be made of local material and furnish work for at least a 
thousand New England workmen. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANK G. ALLEN, (}overtUW. 

Mr. ·woOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle
man from Vermont [Mr. GmsoN]. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague and myself repre
sent one of the great granite and marble producing States of 
the country. The impression should not go abroad that New 
England 1s the onty section interested in the erection of public 
buildings af granite, for 31 of the States produce it, notably 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Minnesota, with 
productions running in value into millions of dollars annually. 

In my State whole communities a:nd thousands of people are 
dependent upon the prosperity of the granite and marble indus
try. Throughout the country many, many thousands are de
pendent upon the prosperity of the granite industry alone. I 
voice the earnest hope of these thousands of laborers and their 
families that the industry may have greater recognition in the 
great public-building program than originally contemplated. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. W .ABON] and the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. NELSoN] have called attention to 
the fact that President Hoover bas recommended a great pulJlic 
building program as a help to business conditions, by taking up 
the slack of unemplo.yment. In that connection work should 
be provided for as many different classes of laborers in as many 
different sections as possible. It does not help the unemploy
ment situation to provide opportunities for one group alone. 
So something more than an addition to this item of appropria
tion is before us. The policy of help generally to the laborers 
of the Nation is involv-ed in the p-r<>J)osition to give work to the 
employees of the granite industry. 

Mr. WYANT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GillSON. I am very sorry, but I have not the time. 
For this building program an appropriation tor the use of a 

reasonable amount of marble and granite should be made. In 
the construction of the Boston post-office building granite should 
be used, granite that comes from our hills, rather than limestone 
that must be transported mare than a thousand miles from 
Indiana. The motion of the gentleman from New Bampshire 
[Mr. W ASoNJ should prevail. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [1\Ir. LUCE] has well 
stated the adaptability of granite for the purposes intended in 
the Boston construction. Let me say in addition, and generally, 
that it is au ideal building material and is one of the basic nat
ural resources of New England. An abundant supply can be 

obtained in each of the States that belong to that group and 
near to where it would be used. There well-developed quarries 
and well-equipped cuWng plants would furnish employment to 
thousands of wage earners and contribute materially to the wel
fare of New England as a whole. 

It is argued that granite would cost. so much that some cities 
and towns would lose post-office buildings, because there would 
not be enough in the building fund to go around. Congress can 
take care of such a situation if it arises. In any event, the 
people of the country should not l-et cost be the sole determining 
factor in a permanent building program. 

The whole matter of building material, aside from the cheap
est in price, is up to Congress. The position taken by the Treas
ury Department is well set forth in the following letter to Sena
tor GREIDNE, of Vermont, fr(}m tbe Secretary. I am quoting this 
not in any critical way but to set forth the policy of the depart
ment: 

Hon. FRANK L. GRERN», 
United Stales Senate. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Wa..!lWngton, Jat"tuary 28, 1930. · 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I have your letter of January 23, which also bears 
the signatures of Senator DALE and oth~r members of the Vermont 
delegation, stating that this delegation is unanimously of the opinion 
that granite and marble should, so far as possible, be used in construct
ing Federal buildings under the public-building program, on account of 
the merits of these materials as well as on account of the desirability 
of stimulating these industries. 

As you know, granite and marble are considerably more expensive 
than other stones commonly used in construction work. Buildings can 
therefore be faced with these materials only where the limits of cost 
established by Congress are sufficiently high. Limited amounts of gran
ite or marble are, nevertheless, used in nearly all buildings of importance 
constructed by this department. In the case of the proposetl new Bos
ton post office, if the limit of cost is increased by Congress to $6,000,000, 
it will be possible to face the building with granite up to the level of 
the second floor. 

It is contrary to the policy of this department to specify materials 
from particular localities to the exclusion of other similar materials of 
equal merit. However, in the case of buildings to be constructed in 
N~w England, it _ would seem that local producers of granite or marble 
should, due to more favorable freight rates, have a decided advantage 
in competition with outside producers. 

Very truly yours, 
A. W. ?v!ELLON, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Union Station, the CongTessional Library, the city post 
office, the Treasury Department Building, the National Mu
seum, and many other notable public buildings here in the 
Nation's Capital are built of granite. They speak for them
selves. They are monuments of beauty and durability. They 
prove the fact that granite is an ideal building material to 
stand the test of time. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle
man from Indiana [l\fr. DUNBAR]. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, one 
can not present in two minutes the claim that the Boston post 
office should be built of limestone instead of granite. Two
thirds of the time has been awarded to those who favor granite 
instead of those wbo favor limestone. The chairman of the 
committee, from Indiana, has taken no part in advocating that 
the product of his State be used in the building of the Boston 
post office. 

One gentleman who has presented tbe claims for granite here 
to-day has assumed that there is some superior quality asso
ciated with granite aside from its tensile strength and mone
tary value over limestone. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
stated, among other things, that granite was emblematical of 
more culture, education, and esthetic attainments than lime
stone. I wonder if he had in view when he so stated the old 
verse which I learned some time ago: 

Here is to good old Boston town, 
The land of the bean and cod ; 

Where the Cabots speak only to the Lowells 
And the Lowells only to God. 

[Laughter and applause.] 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 

has expired. 
Mr. WOOD. _Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen

tleman from Massachusetts [1\Ir. DouGLASS]. 
Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker. ladies and 

gentlemen of the House, if I were a Congressman from Indiana, 
that produces limestone, if I were a Congressman from a State 
that produces marble, I should deem it my bounden duty to 
stand before the House and advocate in the interest of what-
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ever State I represented that the native product should be used 
in that State's public buildings. [Applause.] 

And so, my friends, while I have not the honor to represent 
Indiana, I do have the honor to represent the great State of 
Massachusetts, where is to be built in my district-which, praise 
Heaven, is a Democratic district-a Federal building. [Ap
plause.] 

I may first state that from boyhood I have looked at that old 
granite post office in Boston, one of the finest Federal buildings in 
all the country-! was born almost within a stone's throw of the 
recently demolished fo.rtress-appearing granite structure--! have 
stood before that building and looked at that massive edifice 
representing the power, dignity, and majesty of the United 
States Government, and here to-day in pleading for the reten
tion of granite in the new building I am pleading again that 
that native product, New England granite, as imperishable as 
bronze, shall be used in that proposed imposing building of 21 
stories, which will be the outstanding Federal sh·ucture in New 
England, and house the fourth larges_t post office district in the 
United States in size and in postal revenue. · 

I see no parallel case to the present that would call for in
creasing the appropriation for other post offices as has been 
suggested. I stand here as the Congressman for that district 
for the rights of my State about to have built under National 
Government auspices, a structure of native granite that will 
comport with the dignity, power, and majesty of our great Gov
ernment, and at the same time prevent the practical extinction 
of the heretofore very substantial granite industry of New 
England. [Applause.] 

l\fr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes. 
Mr. WOOD. I wish the Speaker would notify me when I have 

used eight and three-quarters minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House, I certainly have 

tried to be fair in this matter, and I thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] for expressing the thought that 
I have been. I have given two-thirds of the time to the pro
ponents of this amendment. I wanted them to have an oppor
tunity to tell the things they want and what would be essential 
to their convenience. I want to say to you that I have had no 
purpose throughout the consideration of this question, and I 
have no purpose now, but to do exact justice to the people of 
the United States. 

I am opposed to this appropriation for · the reasons already 
stated by others. If it is allowed, we are going to give to the 
city of Boston not only all its needs, for its needs have been 
weighed twice, and we have given the full measure of those 
needs, but in addition $750,000 more, and for what purpose? 
For the purpose of their own local pride. Local pride is a fine 
thing, but it should never be used to the detriment of your neigh
bor. If this policy is to be adopted, we are going to lessen the 
possibilities of building post offices throughout this country. If 
this one amendment be adopted, we are going to make it impos
sible at least to build seven $100,000 post offices in the United 
States. I have no fight to make against the city of Boston; 
I have no fight to make against anyone, but I do have to buckle 
up my back to resist the supplications and apP.lications that are 
coming to me constantly to use my influence as chairman of this 
committee to get post offices here, there, and yonder. 

As has been stated, under the program as it now stands, no 
town that does not have receipts amounting to $40,000 a year 
has a look-ln. There are many cities in the United States that 
are falling a little below that point, that are entitled to as 
much consideration as the city of Boston, the city of Chicago, 
the city of Washington, the city of New York, or any other 
great city. Take these smaller cities, for instance, and the 
only evidence of government they can hope to have is a post 
office. It is the only evidence of the United States Govern
ment that in all probability they will ever have. You can 
hardly turn around in Boston, or in New York, or Chicago, or 
Philadelphia, or in many of the other great cities, that you 
will not see a monument built by the United States Govern
ment out of the United States Treasury; but in these little 
towns throughout the United States where the population is 
sparse, where the cities are small, there is not now a single 
evidence of the United States Government. 

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. No; I have not the time to yield. There are 

many things that are objectionable about this proposition. For 
the first time during all of the consideration of this building 
program do we have this spectacle of people coming here and 
asking us to legislate the plans and specifications of a building. 
I have thought that is a part and parcel of tbe business of the 
Post Office and of the Treasury Department. ·we are asked to 
supersede them. We are taking away from them, if we adopt 
this proposal, the duties that we assigned them under the 

original building bill, and taking on ourselves to decide whether 
the building shall be built of marble, of stone, of granite, or of 
brick. This would be a bad policy. If we adopt it, it will live 
to haunt us, as it ought to. 

I think the program that we have adopted for the purpose of 
trying to equalize the expenditure of money in the building of 
post offic~ throughout the United States is working well, and 
that we should stick to it, and if we do, then some of us who 
would like to get a brick post office may eventually get it, pro
vided we do not spend these large sums of money in addition to 
the needs already satisfied. It has frequently happened that 
the Treasury Department has found after they have made an 
estimate and survey that they have not allocated enough for the 
reason that they have not provided for sufficient space. It fre
quently happens that they find that they have not obtained 
enough ground. In those cases, without exception as far as I 
know, building for the future as we should build in building 
these post offices, we have allowed additional sums, but we have 
never allowed up to this hour, and this committee will never 
allow unless it be by the sanction of this House, an increase, 
voluntarily or otherwise, after we have supplied all the needs 
of a given post office. There i-s more to it than just giving to 
Boston $750,000. This pr·ogram will continue for five years, and 
if this precedent is established to-day, be mindful of what may 
happen to us during the carrying out of the rest of the program. 
We had better leave the building proposition to the Treasury 
and the Post Office Departments, and leave to them the deter
mination of these necessities. They are qualified to do that 
thing and if we did not think they are qualified to do it, they 
would be roundly condemned. Let us not depart from the policy 
that we have been pursuing thus far and that is working fairly 
well. 

I hope that within these five years, within which it was an
nounced the program should be completed, we will have so com
pleted it that every section of the country entitled under the 
regulation to a post office may have it as a monument to the 
greatest Government that God ever gave men and women. Be 
a little mindful of the step that we are going to take to-day. 
I have sympathy with Boston as I have sympathy with every 
other section of the country where there is unemployment. 
There is unemployment everywhere, and if it were confined to 
Boston alone there might be something in the argument put 
forth here to-day, but it is not peculiar to Boston. I do say, 
however, that it might be well for gentlemen in Boston who are 
proud of their city to go down in their own pockets and con
tribute a little something themselves to the beautification of 
that building. [Applause.] That has been done in other places. 
I could mention a half dozen cases throughout the country, some 
in the South and some in the North, where the citizens them
selves in order that they might have a little better-appearing 
building or a little more ground about it, have raised the money 
themselves, actuated by their own civic pride. It occurs to me 
that there is no well-founded argument for us to deviate and 
go far afield of the program, far afield of the purposes, and far 
afield of the manner in which we have been administering this 
building program throughout the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 

gentleman from New Hampshire to recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
STOBBB) there were-ayes 96, noes 170. 

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts de

mands fhe yeas and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas 
and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] 
Forty-nine Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and the 
yeas and nays are refused. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question now ls on the motion of the 

gentleman from Indiana to further insist on the disagreement 
of the House to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next Senate 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Senate amendment No. 47: On page 75, line 14, insert the following: 
" Denver, Colo., customhouse, etc. : The limit of co t fixed in the 

act of March 5, 1928, is hereby increased from $1,060,000 to $1,235,000, 
and appropriations heretofore made are hereby made available for 
the acquisition of additional land and toward the construction of said 
building." 

Mr. WOOD. l\fr. Speaker, I move to insist on the disagree
ment of the House to this amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 

the House insist on its disagreement to this amendment. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle

man from Colorado [Mr. EATON]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado is recognized 

for 10 minutes. 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

House recede and concur in the Senate amendment increasing 
the limit of the Denver, Colo., building from $1,060,000 to 
$1,235,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the SJ,ttention of those 
who are actually interested, because this is a different situation 
in many respects from that of the other public buildings dis· 
cussed here to-day. In the :first place, this building is a cus· 
tomhouse and not a post office; it is also an office building. 
In the second place, this project has been in operation for about 
nine years. In the third place, for the last four months I, as 
a new Congressman from Colorado, with three other men from 
Colorado who know all the ropes, two of whom are on the 
Committee on Appropriations, have followed every step in 
regard to the approval of the site and the material and the 
plans and specifications and the contract and the letting of the 
contract in every single detail. 

As I understand it, the only reason why we were turned down 
at the last minute is because the :figures and the recommenda
tions did not come in until the deficiency bill had been passed by 
the House. 

As a matter of fact, the approval of the Budget and the rati
fication by the President were secured the very afternoon this 
bill was passed in the Honse. 

By the last published directory of the United States Govern
ment offices and officials you will see that in Denver there are 
more than 2,400 officials and employees of the United States, 
operating 51 departments under 181 officials and their immediate 
subordinates. Understand, these are not all Colorado citizens. 
They are employees of the Government and come !rom all over 
the United States under civil service and other distributions. 

Of these there are 1,006 working in the post office and running 
in and out of Denver in the Railway l\Iail Service. 

Two hundred and eighty-one officials and employees of 25 
departments fill the rest of the Denver post office and the United 
States courts building, which was built of Colorado yule marble, 
and is situated at Eighteenth and Stout Streets, just two blocks 
from the very center of the city of Denver. 

At the United States mint the number of officers and employees 
is 72. • 

At the Fitzsimons General Hospital the number of officers and 
employees is 351. 

In the old customhouse less than 30,000 square feet of :floor 
space is furnished for and used by 307 officers and employees of 
12 departments. 

These buildings at Denver are all owned by the United States 
Government, and furnish the offices and places of employees 
for 2,017 persons in 41 departments of the Government. 

In 15 office and other buildings of Denver, 384 officers and 
employees of 15 different departments R!e crowded into and do 
their work in 172 rooms of less than 57,000 square feet of floor 
space. 

The proposed new customhouse and office building is to furnish 
proper office and other facilities for the 27 departments and 691 
employees who are now crowded into the old customhouse and 
15 other buildings, for which, I am told, the Government pays 
over $100,000 annual rent. 

There is a salvage value in this old customhouse of half a 
million dollars. 

Nine years ago the inadequacy of the Government-owned 
buildings was so apparent that a movement was then com
menced by the Government to acquire property and erect a suit
able building to take care of the Government's business in the 
Rocky Mountain region. 

A suitable building site of an entire city block was diagonally 
across the street from the present post office, upon which there 
was an old high-school building. My Republican predecessor, 
the . late William N. Vaile, and our Colorado Senators com
menced negotiations with the school board for this property, 
and then it was found that a special act of Congress was neces
sary to clear the title to the site. This was done during Mr. 
Vaile's lifetime. Then ensued the usual period of competition 
with offers of other properties, during which time the school 
board was prevailed upon to place a price on this block which 
would be an inducement for the Government to provide a suit
able office building in keeping with the magnificient post-office 
building, which was built of Colorado yule marble, across the 
corner, a n·umber of years ago. The Denver post office, with the 
possible exceptiQn of some of the buildings in Washington, is 

the most beautiful structure owned by the United States. It is 
so conceded and made famous by artists and architects. 

And when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Wooo] mentions 
the fact that this is a matter of local pride, I am glad to admit 
that it is indeed a matter of lo.cal pride, not only in the State 
of Colorado but in the entire Rocky Mountain region; pride 
in the fact that there is in the State of Colorado a marble so 
white and pure that it will outlive all the ravages of time. 

Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. Yes. 
Mr. BRIGHAM. How far is this quarry from Denver? 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. About 230 miles. 
Mr. BRIGHAM. What is the condition of the quarry there? 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. As a quarry town it is almost 

destitute. 
Mr. BRIGHAM. And you need ·this contract to provide 

against unemployment? 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. We certainly do. 
To facilitate the purchase of a site, an original estimate of 

$2,000,000 was made as the cost o:t' the entire project and dur
ing the years the negotiations continued, this was cut 'in half as 
an estimate, in round :figures, to $1,000,000. A portion of the 
property was purchased, then preliminary plans were com
menced. Later an additional parcel of the land was obtained 
and an additional $60,000 added to the estimate. Mr. Vaile died 
almost three years ago, and since that date plans have been 
prepared, specifications made, bids received, and a contract let 
for the erection of the building, with a rider upon the contract 
that work shall not be started on the outside walls for 90 days, 
or until this question of obtaining the additional funds is settled 
by a sufficient appropriation. 

Never has the Committee on Appropriations or the subcom
mittee on the deficiency bill or anyone connected with the Com
mittee on Appropriations ever heard or given either to me or any 
other Representative of the State of Colorado an opportunity to 
present this matter except the chairman of that committee. I 
wish to have proper consideration given to these facts. 

Let me remind you that this building site is just three blocks 
from the very center of Denver; compared with Washington 
property it is in practically the position of Fifteenth and H 
Streets. When I tell you that the price of this entire block is 
only $450 per front foot you will understand how much value 
the Government has been given by the people of Denver by its 
school board. In any other direction three blocks from the 
center of the city of Denver you can not buy an entire city 
block for a million dollars, and you would have to pay in addi
tion thereto the value of the structures upon it. 

As a matter of appraisement by your own people, the addi
tional value we have given you is more than $250,000 and up to 
$350,000, which the city of Denver has given you in the site. 

I have heard on this floor from time to time the question 
asked, " Have you a definite plan or something definite? " I 
am following that indication. Each one of these details has been 
taken care of, and yet when we come here they say, " The bill 
is just about to be passed," and they will not listen. We get 
the approval of the Budget, but the committee now says "No." 
We get the ratification of the President, but the committee says 
"No." . 

The Denver . proposition is not a matter of mere estimates 
to-day. The contract price is fixed. The price of the balance of 
the site is covered by a firm option of $100,000. The additional 
amount for the marble facing has . been fixed at $75,000. 

The amount that was added by -the Senate . to this item was 
just $175,000, raising the :figures in the bill as passed by the 
House from $1,000,000 to $1,235,000. (Item 47.) 

One of the reasons for this situation coming up at this time 
was the delay in obtaining a definite price upon the Colorado 
Yule marble so that there would . be an actual, . instead of an 
estimated, cost to be considered with and attached to the con
tract for the erection of this building. 

The bids were opened January 7, 1930. It is surprising to me, 
and I think it is surprising to y_ou, that it is possible to erect a 
building in Denver as large as this one for $841,900, whether 
the exterior is of marble or any other stone, or brick. 

This building will be five stories high, with basement and 
subbasement. It will contain a total of 212 rooms, of which 
145 will be office rooms, 5 drafting rooms, and 62 other rooms 
will be used for other purposes. Its are~J, is 228 by 156 feet. 
Its floor area is 13~300 square feet. 

Since the date the bids were advertised for last November, 
until the day this bill passed the House, I was present at inter
view after interview for the purpose of getting the final word 
authorizing this building to be· made of Colorado yule marble, 
which is the most beautiful, lustrous, white marble that can 
be found any place in the world. 
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The quarries are in western Colorado. In our city of Denver 

the building of the State Historical Society, an office building, 
is of this marble. So is the United States post office, as I 
have already reminded you. So is the Colorado National Bank, 
the Federal reserve bank, and other large buildings. Right here 
in Washington, any morning, take a look from the other side 
of the Potomac toward Washington, or go down through the 
park and see the Lincoln Memorial. You do not have to be told 
that it is of marble. Its daily appearance is sufficient answer 
to every story of filth, grime, or dirt which attaches to and 
covers up the outside of any building material. You do not 
have to make any guess about the Lincoln Memorial. Even 
the guard speaks with pride when you ask what kind of marble 
it is · he answers, " Colorado yule." 

Th'e final selection of the Colorado yule marble for that 
majestic memorial ts credited to the late ex-President and 
Chief Justice Taft, who was the chairman of the committee 
which built that monument. My collea,gue, Mr. TAYLOR, Rep
resentative from the fourth congressional district of Colorado, 
was present at that meeting. As you all know, he has been very 
ill for a number of months, but he is here to-day for the second 
time during this session to tell you about the Colorado yule 
marble and the selection of it for the Lincoln Memorial, as 
well as for our United States post office in Denver. And it is 
this same marble that the people of the entire Rocky Mountain 
region would· be pleased to see in this new customhouse, and 
which all the Representatives of Colorado have requested. 

It is this same marble that is used in the erection of the 
beautiful Denver post office and United States courts building, 
which is now known throughout the world fGJr its architectural 
beauty and majestic colonnade. 

When I came back here last fall I talked with the Colorado 
and other members of the Appropriations Committee and ~ouse. 
I wanted to know what was necessary to get proper consldera
tion of a suffic:ient amount for the erection of this building. The 
records were examined and I was shown that $1,060,000 was 
included in a table upon which the committee was working. 
Everyone without exception advised that it was best to let all 
questions of appropriation wait until the bids were opened, and 
then if any additional funds were required, I would have a 
defini te figure to submit to the proper subcommittee. On this 
floor I have heard the gentleman from California [Mr. BA.RBOUB] 
time and again ask the question if an estimate of the cost of a 
building was based upon a definite plan for building, and act~ 
estimate based thereon. It seemed to me to be proper practice 
to do this. . 

And so it was done. As soon as the bids were received, 1t 
then took a month's time to obtain a firm bid upon Colorado 
yule marble due to the absence of different people from Wash
ington. The firm option for the additional price of the land 
was received in a shorter time. 

In the meantime I was asked to and did attend a conference 
with the committee of Cabinet officers, who are the last word 
in the present building program. After presentation of the sit~
ation, much as I have outlined it here, they approved th1s 
Denver customhouse to be erected of Colorado yule marble and 
set in this city block. A few days afterward I attended a me.et
ing at the office of the Budget commission, where the entire 
matter was again presented, and the Senators from m·y State 
and I were examined at length on details. 

Within a day or two I was informed that the Budget com.. 
missioner had approved the additional amount of $175,000 and 
that this approval had been ratified by the President. 

As stated before, this information came on the very day that 
the deficiency bill was up for final passage in the House, and 
therefore too late to be presented to the subcommittee for 
inclusion in the bill before us. 

Now, here are two or three other things I want to make 
plain: 

This new Denver customhouse presents several situations 
that are d:ifl::erent from those connected with any other proposed 
building. 

In the first place, this building is a real necessity to put 
under one roof 691 officers and empl()yees of 27 different Fed
eral activities wh() are scattered all over the business district 
of Denver. 

Second. The Government is getting over half a million dol
lars' worth ()f land for $360,000, due to the generosity of the 
people of Denver. This item alone more than compensates for 
the amount requested. 

We have done that for the purpose of having our building 
material recognized, for we know it costs a little more money 
than some of the other building materials. 

While, of course, thi:s subject comes up here as if it were a re
quest for more money, in reality it is j~t our 1-eport of what is 

the real, actual cost of the kind and type of building which the 
United States needs and wants at Denver, of the very building 
and site specified and approved by all Federal officials who pass 
upon such subjects, including the Budget and the President, 
and of the savings we have been able to make on construction 
figures, and of the liberality of the local people. These actual 
figures and the designation of Colorado yule marble have been 
ratified, approved, and passed upon favorably, without a dis
senting vote by anyone except the conference committee on this 
bill. And I am informed that there was only 1 voice and 2 votes 
out of the 10 against this appropriation. 

Third. The Government can erect a 5-story building 228 
feet by 156 feet with marble facing upon a whole block, just 
three blocks from the very center of the city of Denver, at a 
cost of only $841,900. Can YOll imagine any kind of a building 
of that size, marble or otherwise, being erected at any other 
place in the entire United States than out there at the foot 
of the Rocky Mountains at such a low cost? And at a total 
cost for a 212-room ()ffice building and building site for only 
$1.235,000? 

F()UI1:h. Please remember that the labor and industries which 
will benefit from the erection of this bUnding are 1,800 miles 
from Washington, and that a large part of the additional cost 
for marble is a labor cost. 

Fifth. If it is a mere question of dollars and cents, let me 
tell you further : The salvage Talue of the ()ld customhouse is 
half a million dollars or more. While these negotiations bav-e 
been pending a request was made by responsible people to pur
chase the old customh()use, but probably for the same reasons 
that there have been other delays, those in authority would not 
consider either a sale at the present f4ne for future delivery 
after the cm:npletion of the new building or a price as a mini
mum in advertised sale. As a matter of the dollars and cents, 
the Government is getting this building and site at an outside 
cost ()f less than $750,000 in money expended, with an additional 
value of $250,000 more thrown in as a bonus. 

Therefore I a.sk again that you support my motion that the 
House recede from its position and concur in the Senate amend
ment. 

The SPEA.KER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in answer to the 

gentlemen who have spoken in behalf of Colorado that it would 
be a very great pleasure, indeed, for me to accede to their 
desires. Personally it would have been. a very great pleasure 
if I could have acceded to the desires of the New England 
people, whose item we have just considered. Exactly the same 
principle is involved in this item that was involved in the 
item with reference to the Boston public building. It is not 
so much a question about the $75,000 that is involved, and I 
will say that in this item $175,000 is involved, $100,000 being 
an increase put in by the Senate for the purpose of purchas
ing additional ground. Whether they made a sufficient show
ing for additional ground I do not know, for I did not read 
the hearings. But they were so ins1.stent upon the $75,000 for 
the marble that there was no use of trying to talk about a 
compromise and giving them the $100,000 increase for their 
ground. However, as I have stated, the same principle is in
volved that was involved in the Boston proposition, and the 
Boston proposition having been defeated we would place our
selves in a very ludicrous position if we allowed this. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. May I call the gentleman's atten

tion to the fact that there was no showing by the Boston 
people that they had given $250,000 in money or value or any. · 
thing, having in mind the very proposition of local pride or 
local material. 

Mr. WOOD. Well, I do not know what the Boston people 
might have done about that, but even if they did, we are here 
to-day setting a principle and adopting a policy for the futUre. 

If we have said to Boston that this OongJ."eSS is against that 
city having $750,000 more than is needed for the construction 
of the building in that city, and have refused to permit that 
approprifltion to go to them, how could we explain to anybody 
the position we would occupy when the same proposition is 
involved and w·hen the same example would be set if we adopted 
this proposal, the only difl'erence between the two propositions 
being a difference in amount. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. .ALLGOOD. If they would take off one or two stories 

of the building, they could stay within their appropriation and 
could use their marble, could they not? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; they could do that. 
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:Mr. EATON of Colorado. May I say to the gentleman that 

the plans and specifications have been completed and the con
tract let, so that those things can not be changed. 

1\Ir. WOOD. I do not wish to take any further time, but I 
wish to say we should not undo what we have already done. I 
dare say that two-thirds of the votes in the negative were cast 
not because they bad anything against Boston or against Boston 
having the kind of a building it wanted, but they voted as they 
did for the reason that they did not care to set a precedent and 
establish a principle that would live to haunt us throughout 
this entire proposition. So having defeated the other item, by 
the same logic we should defeat this item. Not to do so would 
make us the laughing stock of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question: 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Colorado to recede and concur in the Senate amend
ment. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. EAroN of Colorado) there were--ayes 11, noes 39. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of 

the gentleman from Indiana to further insist on the House dis
agreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks on the subject of the Boston post-office 
building. · 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. S.P€aker, in asking for the allowance 

of this item we can appeal to the sense of fair play and to good 
business judgment of the Members of this House. 

Last autumn following the crash in the stock market we en
tered a period of depression in this country, which has been at
tended with unemployment and consequent hardship. The 
President acted promptly to relieve the situation and called into 
council the leaders in agriculture, industry, and transportation. 
As a measure to shorten the period of depression and to create 
employment for those who are out of work a policy was adopted 
which contemplated that the industries of the country would 
make necessary improvements and that the Governments-Fed
eral, State, and local-would undertake an enlarged program of 
public improvements. This House acted promptly, and on the 
16th of December passed an authorization bill providing for 
$230,000,000 in addition to sums already authorized to increase 
the public-buildings program. 

Some of us who come from regions where the marble and 
granite industries are very important and have been developed 
with large investments of capital have looked forward to some 
bu iness to come to these industries from this enlarged building 
program of the Federal Government b\·t it seems practically 
none has come nor will come if the arguments of the chairman 
of the House Appropriations Committee should prevail here. 

This enlarged program will result in great prosperity :for one 
stone industry located in one State because the greater part of 
the hundreds of millions of dollars we have appropriated for 
new buildings will flow into that one industry in that one State, 
and that one alone. We shall build all our new public buildings 
where stone is used of limestone and for the sole reason that it 
is a few dolJars cheaper. 

We are asking members of the House to concur in the Senate 
amendment to increase the limit of cost of ~e Boston post 
office and also to concur in the next item for the Denver post 
office so granite and marble can be used in the construction of 
~ese buildings and some relief be given to the unemployment 
conditions in these two industries. 

I would appeal :further to the good business judgment of the 
House that first cost alone should not be the only consideration. 
Attention should be paid to durability as well as to cheapness. 
In going through New England you have seen that our best 
buildings are made of marble and granite materials which have 
stood the test of exposure to our severe climate for more than 
100 years. In asking for this extra appropriation to use stone 
of local origin we are asking the Federal Government to use 
materials which we have used and are using in our best build
ings, materials which will be in keeping with the buildings 
which surround them and will endure for centuries. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
in disagreement. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, in this next item there are two 
sets of figures involved. I refer to amendments Nos. 49 and 50, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the two items may be con
sidered together. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent that the two items referred to be considered 
together. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. , 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the al:I\endments in 

disagreement. 
The Clerk ·read as follows : 
Page 79, line 10, strike out the figures "$550,000" and insert in 

lieu thereof the figures "$900,000." 
· Page 79, line 15, strike out the figures " $950,000 " and insert in 
lieu thereof the figures " $600,000." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in the 
Senate amendments. I desire to say that an additional amount 
is not involved. Nine hundred and fifty thousand dollars was 
appropriated' for the construction of a new parcel-post building 
and $650,000 was appropriated for an addition to the old Fed
eral building. The Senate, on the motion of Senator SwANsoN, 
took $300,000 off of the appropriation that was made for the 
parcel-post building and added it to the Federal building, so no 
additional amount of money is involved. H owever, the super
vising architect is not clear with reference to the possibility of 
building the parcel-post building within the amount that re
mains. The gentlemen who are interested think it can be done, 
and Mr. Wetmore does not say it can not be done. They are of 
the further opinion that there may be a reduction, and should 
be a reduction, in the amount for the erection of the Federal 
building. They asked for bids, and the lowest bid they received 
was about $300,000 above the amount of the allocation for the 
erection of that building. 

So it is perfectly patent that it is going to take more money
to complete this building, and we are hopeful it will not take 
more money to build the other one. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I understood the gentleman to move to 
recede and concur in the Senate amendment? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. That meets my purposes and I thank the 

gentleman for his argument. I can assure the gentleman that 
so far as I am individually concerned I shall do my very best 
to keep the total appropriations within the amounts named in 
the pending measure. 

Mr. O'CO~'NOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I understand there are about 

20 cities in the United States asking through their Repre
sentatives to have an appropriation made to cover the expense 
of sand-blasting the outside of Federal public buildings in 
these ZO cities. I have a very pressing request from the city 
of New Orleans to have something done with reference to 
sand-blasting .the old New Orleans customhouse, one of the 
oldest buildings, I suppose, on the continent, which has become 
very unsightly as a result of the years having passed bringing 
stains and all that sort of thing. Age, wind, and weather, and 
the grime and dust of many days suggest that the old build
ings need a cleaning. I want to ask the gentleman if there is 
any hope of an appropriation being made that will IJ€rmit the 
Treasury Department to clean all of these buildings throughout 
the country, and I make this request for the purpose of con
veying the information his reply will give to my constituents 
who have been very pressing with reference to the matter. · 

:Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the Treasw·y 
Department has never brought tlu~.t matter to the attention of 
the Complittee on Appropriations, and there never has been any 
estimate submitted for such work. The Treasury Department 
will have to move first in the matter. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Is there any authorization of law permit

ting the Treasury Department to sand-blast and clean the ex
terior of these public buildings? 

Mr. WOOD. None that I know of. 
Mr. STAFFORD. There has been sand-blasting done on the 

exterior of some of the public buildings in Washington-the 
old Post Office Building and the Land Office Building, on F 
Street. Was special authorization of law provided for that 
work? 

Mr. WOOD. I do not think there is any special authoriza- 1 

tion, and I do not know that that is required. They may do tt 
out of their maintenance fund. I do not know of any provision 
of law that authorizes it otherwise. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I may say to the gentleman that 

the same question luis arisen with reference to sand-blasting 
the Federal bull~ in St. Louis, and the answer received from 
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the Supervising Architect has been that it is aganist the policy 
of the Treasury Department to sand-blast public buildings of 
that character, because it opens the pores in the stone, and in 
the end is detrimental to the stone and shortens the life of the 
building. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I may say, before the gentle
man takes his seat, I was informed through the office to which 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] refers, they did 
·not have an appropriation even to paint the inside of the Fed
eral buildings throughout the country, and this is certainly 
very poor economy, because the extreme of economy is the 
extreme of extravagance. The interior of the buildings, in the 
interest of economy, I think, ought to be painted now and 
then, and the outside, because, to use a now trite expression 
but a good one nevertheless, cleanliness is next to godliness. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Indiana to recede and concur in the Senate amend
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
ANDREW JACKSON 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks by inserting ~n address I delivered on An
drew Jackson Lodge, No. 120, A. F. & A. M.·, Alexandria, Va., 
Va., last Saturday evening. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my remarks 

in the RECORD, I include an address qelivered by me before An
drew Jackson Lodge, No. 120, A. F. and A. M., Alexandria, Va., 
on the evening of March 15, 1930. This lodge was organized and 
named for Andrew Jackson in 1854. This lodge meets in the 
same hall as Alexandria-Washington Lodge, No. 22, of which 
George Washington was a member and a master. This lodge 
room, in which the address was delivered, contains the famous 
collection •of Washington Masonic and other relics, portraits, 
and so forth, known as "The Washingtonia"; the lodge has a 
standing offer of $100,000 for its Williams's Portrait of Wash
ington. 

The address is as follows : 
Your lodge is named for the most colorful, the most picturesque, the 

most dynamic Q.,oure in American history. 
Commonwealth builder, soldier, jurist, statesman, diplomat, President, 

be was preeminent in them all. 
I esteem it an honor to be invited by your historic lodge to talk to 

you in this hallowed ball and amidst these sacred relics, on this, the 
one hundred and sixty-third anniversary of the birth of that great 
American, Andrew Jackson. 

PRESENTATION OF PICTURB AND CHECK OF ANDREW JACKSON 

When your committee called and invited me to address you on this 
occasion, they admired a picture of General Andrew Jackson in my 
office, which had been presented to me by Mrs. Bettie M. Donelson, a 
grand niece of General Jackson, and president of the Andrew Jackson 
Society; and they expressed n. wish for a similar picture to hang in 
this lodge room. Thereupon, I wrote Mrs. Donelson inquiring whether 
she could send me another copy of the picture for presentation to your 
lodge. I received a prompt reply from her, advising that she was send
ing the picture, and inclosing a message to you in part as follows : 

"I appreciate your desire for the picture, since it increases interest 
in and respect for the benefactor of my father, Major · .Andrew Jackson 
Donelson, who was reared and educated by General Jackson as his 
ward and nephew, was on his staff in Florida, his private secretary 
during his two presidential administrations, his confidential friend 
and counselor until the old hero's death.'' 

Mrs. Donelson also sent to me for presentation to your lodge a 
check for $50 given by General Jackson to her father, the check being 
entirely in the handwriting of Andrew Jackson. Mrs. Donelson face
tiously suggests that, if the lodge is ever in need of funds, you can re
cash the check, i. e., can sell it. 

Wherefore, upon behalf of Mrs. Bettie M_ Donelson, grandniece of 
the great hero whose memory we are to-nigh-t commemorating, I take 
pleasure in presenting to Andrew Jackson Lodge, No. 120, this picture 
of Maj. Gen. Andrew Jackson and this check. 

JACKSON'S ANCESTRY 

Andrew Jackson's ancestry on both sides ran back to the old kings 
of Scotland ; however, this royal blood in his veins did not p.revent him 
from having a contempt for all things pertaining to royalty ; be was 
always a democrat in thought and action, not only politically, but ln 
the broadest sense of the term. 

His ancestors for .Jeveral generations resided tn Carrickfergus, 
county of Antrim, on the northern coast of Ireland, to which place 
some Qf his eu·Iy ancestors had moved from Scotland. His father, 
likewise named Andrew Jackson, and wife, Elizabeth Hutchinson, and 
two small sons, Hugh and Robert, migrated to .America in 1765, land
Ing at Charleston, S. C. They went by stagecoach about 160 miles 

northwest to Waxhaw settlement, on the North Carolina and South 
Carolina borders. Many of their relatives and countrymen had 
p~evioosly settled there. They went several miles farther, made a 
clearing in the virgin forest and built a log house, on the banks of 
Twelve Mile Creek, a branch of the Catawba River. 

J ACKSON1 S BTRTH 

Two years after he settled in his frontier home Andrew Jackson the 
elder, passed away, a victim of overwork and pneumonia, Bett:v .1-aci{
son dld not have the heart to return to their little home in the ·wilder
ness with her two small boys, and daily expecting the birth of a third 
child. She put her boys and her meager personal belongings in a single 
wagon and started to the home of her sister, Jane Hutchinson Craw
ford, 12 miles away, _ Jl('ar the old Waxhaw Church in South Carolina. 
She was taken ill before reaching her destination and stopped at the 
cabin of another sister, Peggy Hutchinson McKemey, just over on the 
North Carolina side, where Andrew Jackson was born on the nlght of 
March 15, 1767. 

Ever since Andrew Jackson rose to fame there has been a controversy 
among historJans, and many debates in Congress, as to whether he was 
born in North Carolina or South Carolina, each of those States having 
claimed his birthplace. Regardless of whether he was born in the one 
State or the other, what is more important, as soon as he reached the 
age of discretion, he displayed the good judgment to move to Tennessee, 
which appreciated and honored him in a manner seldom it ever equaled. 

JACKSON-'s BOYHOOD 

.After three weeks spent in the McKemey home, Betty Jackson, with 
her three little sons, proceeded to the home of her sister, Jane Hutchin
son Crawford, and her husband, James Crawfol'd, where they lived for 
10 or 12 years. 

Frontier life was hard at best. It was especially so for this penni
less widow and three small children. However, Betty Jackson was 
ambitions, energetic, and thrifty, and did the best she could for her 
boyS- Andrew Jackson received meager training in the erode schools 
of Waxhaw settlement. The educational opportunities in pioneer set
tlements of that day were scant, indeed, especially for a poor boy who 
had to assist a widowed mother to k~ep the wolf from the door. 

By 1780 the Revolutionary War was raging in the Carolinas, which 
were pretty well under the domination of the British and the hated 
Tories. .Andrew's oldest brother Hugh had joined Colonel Davie's 
famous regiment the yea:r previous and had given his life for .American 
freedom. 

The relentless British commander, Tarleton, and his dragoons de
scended upon the peaceful Waxhaw settlement and massacred a large 
number and ravaged the homes of the settlers. Betty Jackson and 
her sons, Andrew and Robert, ministered to the wounded. 

British troops soon returned to demand a promise from everyone to 
take no part in the war thereafter.. The Jacksons and Crawfords, n()t 
desiring to make such a promise, took refuge in the hills. 

REVOLUTIONARY SERVICil 

Thereafter Andrew and Robert Jackson frequently accompanied bands 
of patriots who would attack and harass the British troops. After one 
heated engagement these boys of tender years spent the night in a forest 
alone, and early next morning repaired to the home of a cousin for foo<i 
.A Tory informed the dragoons, who ~rorrounded the house and captured 
Robert and Andrew. The redcoats proceeded to wreck everything in 
the home, and a browbeating Hessian officer ordered Andrew to clean 
his boots. Andy refused. "Sir, I am a prisoner of war, and claim to 
be treated as such," he said. The officer's sword descended uPQn 
Andrew's hl'ad, wh~ he parried the blow with his left hand, receiving a 
deep gash, the ngly scar of which he carried to his grave. The brutal 
officer next turned on Robert and ordered him to clean his boots. 
Robert likewise refused. The offi-cer struck Robert upon the head with 
full force, cutting a deep gash. The boys were then thrown in a 
crowded prison, where they and the other prisoners were cruelly treated, 
ware furnished no beds or mediea.l attention, and given bot a scant ImP
ply of miserable foo<i Smallpox broke out among the prisoners and, 
being uncheckl'd by m-edical attention, spread rapidly. Both Robert and 
Andrew fell victims to this dread disease. In addition Robert's wound, 
having never been dressed, bad be<:ome infected. 

.JACKSON'S MOTHER 

In the meantime the mother worked tirelessly to effect the release of 
her sons and finally succeeded in arranging for an exchange of prisoners. 
Betty Jackson carried her disease-racked and emaciated boys back home 
and labored day and night to save them. Her efforts were of no avail as 
to Robert. In two days she buried him in the Waxhaw churchyard 
beside his father. Andrew hovered between life and death for weeks--
in a state of delirium. He finally began to improve under the faithful 
ministrations of his devoted mother, although he was an invalid for 
many months. 

The following summer a cry for help came from the prison ships at 
Charleston. Many of the prisoners were the kindred and neighbors or 
Betty Jackson. Andrew now on the road to recovery, she went with 
other Waxhaw women on this mission of mercy. .After a tiresome 
and perilous journey of 160 miles they reached their destination_ In a 
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few weeks Betty Jackson joined her husband and tw() sons, a victim 
<>f the ship fever which she contracted while ministering to the sick 
and wounded men on the British prison ship. She was buried in an 
unmarked grave in an open field. Years later Andrew Jackson insti
tuted a special inquiry to locate the spot where his heroic mother was 
buried, but to no avaiL 

We catch but a fleeting glimpse of his mother, but enough that we can 
easily surmise the source of Andrew Jackson's devotion to duty, his 
fidelity to purpose, his superb courage, his patriotism, and many other 
traits that characterized him. Betty Jackson's nobility of character left 
a deep impress on her illustrious son, who often spoke of her in terms 
of tenderness and reverence. 

Reverting to our narrative, we thus find Jackson facing the world 
alone at the age of 14. 

What hardships, what cruelties, what suffering, what sorrows, what 
nerve-racking, soul-stirring experiences have been crowded into that short 
span of years for Andrew Jackson! 

TEACHl!lS SCHOOL_,. STUDIES LAW 

However, Jackson was never known to give up. He never surrendered 
to obstacles. however great. After his mother's death he worked for 
six months in a saddler's shop, but this gave no outlet for his ambitions. 
Besides, it was not in Andrew Jackson's make-up" to play second fiddle." 
He was a. born leader and was never satisfied to follow or to take orders 
from others. He next taught a "field school" in the Waxhaws for two 
years. He then studied 'law in the office of Spence McCay, a lawyer of 
Salisbury, N. C. According to reports he spent a portion of his time in 
horse racing, cock fighting, card playing, and rollicking. Despite these 
diversions. be applied himself assiduously to the law books and was an 
apt student. He completed his preparations for admission to the bar 
in the office of Col. Spence Stokes. 

In the spring of 1787, at the age of 20 years, young Jackson ob
tained his law license. 

Even at this age be bore unmistakable evidences of leadership. Tall, 
erect, graceful, dashing, with a strong personality, supreme courage, 
anrl a high sense of justice, he was a recognized leader of the young 
me among whom he moved. He was likewise very popular with the 
ladies, toward whom he was always courteous and chivalrous. 

APPOIN'rED PUBLIC PROSECUTOR--GOES TO NASEnnL~ 

In 1788, John McNairy, a. friend of Jackson, was appointed judge 
of the Superior Court for the Western District of North Carolina. 
which embraced that vast wilderness between the Alleghenies and the 
Mississippi River, which later became the State of Tennessee. The 
office of solicitor or public prosecutor, was offered to Jackson, and he 
accepted. The courts for this district were to be held at Jonesboro 
and Nashville. 

The judicial party, Judge McNairy, Solicitor Jackson, and a few 
lawyers made the long and hazardous trip to Jonesboro. After re
maining there for several weeks, they, together with a crowd of 
emigrants, made the long and dangerous trip to Nashville, through 
trackless forests infested with hostile Indians. By common consent 
young Jackson took command of the party. About the time of their 
arrival in Nashville news reached there that a majority of the States 
had adopted the Federal Constitution, 

At this time Nashville was a rather important frontier settlement. 
That country, embracing what later became · the State of Tennessee, 
was inhabitat ed by various tribes of Indians, including the Cherokees, 
Choctaws, Shawnees, Chickasaws, and Creeks. There bad been many 
clashes between the white settlers and the Indians with the result that 
much hostility existed. From the year 1780 to 1794 the Indians killed 
an average of one white person in every 10 days within 5 miles of 
Nashville. In 1787, the year before Jackson's arrival, 33 white men 
had been slain by the Indians within the immediate vicinity of Nash
ville. Of course, e<>nditions were still more perilous in sections more 
sparsely settled by the whites. 

Jackson applied himself assiduously to his duties as public prosecutor, 
and also built up a large private law practice. He made a reputation 
as an able, fearless, and successful prosecutor and general practitioner. 

APPOINTED FEDERAL ATTORNEY GENERAL 

On May 26, 1790, Congress organized the country between the Ohio 
River and the present States of Alabama and Mississippi a.nd bounded 
on the west by the .Mississippi River, as " the Territory of the United 
States southwest of the Ohio River." John McNairy was continued in 
office as Territorial judge and Andrew Jackson was appointed Federal 
attorney general of the Mero district. 

RACHli!L DONilLSON 

Eight years before Jackson's arrival at Nashville a company of set
tlers, led by CoL John Donelson, a Virginia surveyor, had arrived there. 
Rather than hazard the dangers and hardships of traveling through the 
wilderness, this company had made the trip by water in flatboats, float
ing down the River Holston to the Tennessee, down the Tennessee to 
the Ohio, up the Ohio to the Cumoerland, and up the Cumberland to 
Nashville, a distance of more than 2,000 miles. I shall not take time 
to narrate the hardships endured on this perilous 4-month voyage. 

In this party was the daughter of Colonel Donelson, black-eyed, black
haired, vivacious Rachel. At an early age she married Lewis Robards, 
of Kentucky. All did not go well with them. While handsome, Robards 
was overbearing and brutal. They separated, Robards returning to Ken
tucky. After a time word came direct from him that be bad obtained a 
divorce from Rachel. This news was accepted as the truth by every
body. Andrew Jackson and Rachel Donelson Robards fell in love with 
each other and were in time married-in November, 1791 ; Jackson 
was then 24 years of age and Rachel 4 years younger. After they had 
been happily married for two years it developed that, while proceedings 
had been instituted, yet Robards had not obtained a decree of divorce 
at the time Jackson and Rachel were married, although a fi.nal decree 
had subsequently been entered. While Andrew Jacksttn and Rachel had 
undoubtedly married in perfect good faith, yet, upon receipt of this news, 
they were promptly remarried. However, the fact that they had lived 
together as man and wife for a time prior to an actual divorce between 
Robards and Rachel furnished a sweet morsel for the enemies of 
Jackson, and this circumstance played a conspicuous part in the subse
quent lives of both Andrew Jackson and his wife. 

In passing it may be of interest to note that Col. John Donelson 
bad been killed by the Indians prior to Jackson's arrhral at Nashville. 

The greatest tragedy in the life of Old Hickory was that his beloved 
wife, the sweet, pious Rachel, than whom a more chaste woman never 
lived, should be cruelly and unjustly branded with the scarlet letter. 
However, the good women and men of Nashville understood and Rachel 
Jackson was invariably received and welcomed into the very best circles 
without question. There was only an intermittent remark by some 
enemy or scandal monger, until the circumstance referred to was 
revived during Jackson's candidacy for the Presidency, to which refer
ence will later be made. 

MEMBER OF CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 

The · Territorial legislature ordered the eensus to be taken in 1795, 
when it developed that the Territory contained 77,262 inhabitants. more 
than the 60,000 inhabitants required for admission of the Territory 
into the Union as a State. Governor Blount called a constitutional 
convention to assemble January 11, 1796, at Knoxville, "for the purpose 
of forming a constitution or permanent form of government," the Terri
torial governor and the inhabitants proceeding upon the basis that they 
were entitled to statehooo, although Congress bad not enacted legisla
tion providing for the admission of the Territory to statehood. Andrew 
Jackson was one of the five delegates from Davidson County elected to 
this convention. 

The convention completed its labors, leaving to the assembly, which 
it created, the task of putting the new State government into operation, 
and fixed March 28, 1796, as the time when the Territorial government 
should expire. It declared, mot·eover, that if Congress should fail to 
admit Tennessee to statehood, the Commonwealth would continue to 
exist as an independent State. 

This defiant attitude was not received with entire favor by President 
Washington or tbe Federalists. However, Thomas Je.fferson, after 
studying this constitution, praised it as the most republican one of an 
the State constitutions. 

At any rate, after considerable debate, Congress admitted the State 
of Tennessee into the Union on June 1, 1796. 
JACKSON II'IRST KEMBER UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FROM 

TENNESSEE 

Tennessee was entitled to but one Representative in the House of Rep
resentatives, and Andrew Jackson was elected to this post in the fall 
of 1796. In the latter part of October he bade Rachel good-bye and 
set off on horseback for Philadelphia, a distance of 800 miles, and served 
in Congress until the 3d of March following. During this brief period 
he manifested that deep conviction and independence of spirit which 
always characterized him. He also succeeded in obtaining the passage 
of two measures of particular interest to Tennesseeans, which increased 
his popularity at home. Upon his return home he was enthusiastically 
received at Nashville, as his service at the National Capital had in 
every way been satisfactory to his constituents. 

UNITED STATES SENATOR 

On November 22, 1797, Jackson was elected United States Senator 
by the Legislature of Tennessee. However, senatorial work and Phila· 
delphia life were distasteful to Jackson. He longed for his devoted 
wife, his beloved Tennessee, and the great outdoors. In April, 1798, he 
took leave of the Senate, retu.rned home, and resigned from the Senate 
in June. 

.TUDGI!l OF STATJI SUPREME COURT 

Jackson was now 31 years of age. Having divested himself of 
.public office, be made 1.1p his mind to devote the rest of his life to 
managing his plantation and keeping a general store; but without any 
suggestion from him, the legislature elected him a judge of the State 
supreme court. He reluctantly accepted the office and served in that 
capacity for six years. Jaekson was not very learned in the law, but 
be had a profound sense of justice, and consequently made a splenilid 
judge. He maintained the dignity and the authority of the position 
at all tinres. 
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MAJOR GE~ERAL O.B' TENNESSEE MILITIA 

In 1801 Jackson was elected major general of Tennessee Militia. This 
was an important office in that day, as the Indian menace in Tennessee 
was serious. 

In 1804 Jackson resigned from the supreme court. 
JACKSON NOT AN OFFICE SEEKER 

It could not be said that Jackson was politically ambitious. I do 
not recall that he ever sought any office save one, and he failed to 
obtain that. When 1efferson was President, Jackson applied to him for 
appointment as Governor of the Territory of Louisiana, but Jefferson 
turned him down. This was in 1803, soon after the purchase of the 
Territory of LouiJiana. It is singular that the founder of the Demo
cratic Party and the greatest exponent of Democratic principles should 
have denied a relatively unimportant appointment to that other great 
Democrat, who subsequently, more than any man in the history of this 
Republic, injected breathing, throbbing life into the principles enun
ciated by Jefferson. 

HOME LIFE 

Jackson spent the next few years at The Hermitage, devoting his time 
and efforts to his plantations and stores. He was a progressive, suc
cessful planter. He had as many as 150 slaves at a time ; he was very 
kind to them and they loved him. His name signed to paper made it 
good as legal tender anywhere in Tennessee. 

Andrew and Rachel Jackson were not blessed with any children of 
their own. However, he adopted a son of one of Mrs. Jackson's broth
ers and named him Andrew Jackson, jr. Another nephew of Mrs. 
Jackson was named Andrew Jackson Donelson. Jackson would fondle 
and play with these boys by the hour. He was very hospitable and 
frequently had other children, relatives, and friends in his home. 

Having heard so much of his turbulent, fiery spirit, even of him 
being a man-killer, visitors to The Hermitage and later the White House 
maL'Veled at the extraordinary patience of General Jackson in his 
home. He was never even cross with the childl\en, his wife, or the 
servants. Relentless and ruthless as he was toward his adversaries, 
Jackson was tender, gentle, and affection te in his own home. Tem
pestuous as was his life elsewhere there was always peace and quietude 
around his own fireside. Howe"Ver much his gritn and austere demeanor 
may have held others in awe the members of his own household re
garded him with tenderest affection and treated him with utmost 
familiarity. 

However, this peaceful and happy existence at The Hermitage was 
not to continue indefinitely. Jackson was born und~r a star that 
presaged action. To be precise, he was born under the sign of the 
planet Mars-the God of War. 

WAR OF 1812 

War clouds were rapidly gathering, due to the controversies between 
the United States and Great Britain. War was declared on June 12, 
1812. Led by Hemy Clay and John C. Calhoun, the war fever ran 
high in the West and South. New England was decidedly hostile to 
the war. To quote the language of David Karsner in his biography of 
Andrew Jackson, "Daniel Webster led a strong antiwar contingent 
which skated mighty close to the brink of sedition." He succeeded in 
defeating the conscription bill in Congress, leaving this country entirely 
dependent upon voltmteers. The standing Army of the United States 
consisted of about 7,000 men. The American Navy consisted of a dozen 
fighting ships, while England possessed nearly a thousand. 

New England remained hostile to the war and refused to send their 
quota or soldiers to the front. As late as 1814 a convention repre
senting five New England States was held at Hartford and expressed its 
opposition to the war in which we were then engaged. 

Within a few days after the declaration of war General Jackson, 
through Governor Blount, tendered to President Madison his services 
and those of the 2,500 militiamen under his command. The olrer was 
promptly accepted, but no funds for the equipment and support of the 
command were furnished by the Federal Government. However, Jack
son proceeded with preparations, advising the soldiers that they should 
furnish their own arms, ammunition, and campaign equipment, for 
which it was confidently expected that the Government would later 
compensate them. On January 7, 1813, two months afteL· President 
Madison had requested Tennessee to move the army to the Gulf, 
Jackson's army started for that point, the cavalry going through the 
country and the infantry on boats down the Cumberland into the Mis
sissippi. General Wilkinson, who was in command at New Orleans, 
sent a courier informing Jackson to halt his troops at Natchez, as 
neith~r quarters nor provisions were ready for them at New Orleans. 
On February 6 Jackson received orders from the War Department to 
dismiss his troops and deliver to Wilkinson all articles of public prop~ 
erty in his possession, " as the cause of embodying and marching to 
New Orleans the corps under your command has ceased to exist." 

Jackson's soldiers had no Government property, had not received a 
penny of pay, were 500 miles from home, many of them sick, and the 
order was that they be dismissed-without means of transport back to 
their homes. Jackson very properly ignored the order from the War 
Department, resolving to personally conduct his men back to their 

homes. He purchased supplies in Natchez for the march homeward, 
giving the merchants drafts for the amounts, advising them that if the 
Government failed to honor the drafts, he would make them good out of 
his own pocket. One hundred and fifty of his men were sick as they 
commenced the long, cold, arduous march of 500 miles through the 
wilderness to Tennessee. Means for the transportation of the sick 
were very meager, and General Jackson himself gave up his three 
mounts to the sick men, and marched afoot with his ragged army, al· 
though then 46 years old. Jackson's conduct toward his men during 
this trying ordeal won him their everlasting affection and reverence, 
and they bestowed upon him the a..ffectlonate nickname, "Old Hickory." 
On May 22, 1813, his army was dismissed. However, as will be later 
seen, this mistreatment of Jackson by the War Department did not cool 
his ardor or dampen his patriotism. 

Affairs had been going badly for American arms, with the single 
exception of the notable victory of Commodore Perry on Lake Erie. 

CONQUERS CREEK INDIANS 

Incited, armed, and aided by the British, the Creek Indians were over
running the southern country, marauding, pillaging, burning, and butch
ering the whites and friendly Indians. They had massacred the garri
son and inmates of Fort Mims, on August 30, 1813. The Governor of 
Tennessee and others repaired to The Hermitage to consult General 
Jackson, who was in bed from serious wounds recently received in an 
altercation with the Bentons. His wife propped Jackson up in bed for 
the council of war. He assured the governor and committee that he 
would lead the army if he had to be borne on a stretcher. Governor 
Blount called for 3,500 volunteers and selected Andrew Jackson to lead 
them. Jackson at once assumed direction of the movement for de
fense, calling the volunteers to assemble at Camp Blount, Fayetteville, 
Tenn., on October 4 ; he arranged for supplies of food and ammunition 
and looked after other details. The army as ·embled at the time and 
place appointed, Jackson conducted a vigorous campaign against the 
Creek Indians, completely routing them in five important battles, and 
effecting a binding treaty of peace. This was one of the bloodiest and 
most important wars ever waged against the Indians on this continent. 
It had an electrifying effect throughout the Nation and did mueh to 
improve American morale, and to lessen British arrogance. 

Many have felt that one of Jackson's faults was that he was too 
relentless toward the Indians. If he was, he viewed it as a matter of 
military strategy and necessity. As evidence of the personnl side of 
his nature an incident is given. In the battle at Tallushatchee all of 
the Indian warriors were killed. An Indian papoose was found on the 
battle field. Jackson asked first one squaw and then another to care for 
the infant, but each refused. Whereupon Jackson took charge of the 
papoose, tenderly cared for it temporarily, sent him to Huntsville to be 
cared for until the end of the war, and then took him to The Hermitage 
where he became the playmate of little Andy. General Jackson reared 
and educated him, and this body reposes in the garden of The Hermitage. 

Camp Blount was used as a place of rendezvous during this campaign, 
and when the Creek War was ended the army was there discharged from 
further service. Camp Blount is in the district which I have the honor 
to represent. 

MAJOR GENERAL OF UNITED STATES AB:MY 

After he had conquered the Creek Indians Andrew Jackson was 
appointed major general of the United States Army. Having learned 
that the Spaniards were harboring Creek Indians and also allowing the 
British to occupy the town and forts at Pensacola, Jackson came to the 
conclusion that the British had designs on Pensacola or New Orleans. 
He again called for volunteers. General Coffee raised about 2,500 cav
alrymen and occupied Camp Blount, and moved from there on Oetober 5, 
1814, and marched to Fort Montgomery, near Mobile, where he joined 
General Jackson's army. 

General Jackson took command and marched to Pensacola, where he 
conquered the Spaniards, blew up the Spanish forts, and drove the 
British out of town. After this Jackson and his army marched to 
New Orleans for the defense of that city. 

BATTLE OF NEW ORLEANS 

General Jackson with his army arrived in New Orleans December 2, 
1814. The people of New Orleans were disappointed in the appearance 
of General Jackson. They expected to see a robust, pompous general 
arrayed in all the gay panoply of war. . Instead they beheld a spare, 
gaunt frontiersman, his garb simple and badly worn fL'Om the cam
paigns through which he had passed. However, they were glad to 
welcome any defender, and gave a banquet, at which local orators in
dulged in much fervent pab·iotic appeal. Jackson replied in a brief, 
simple talk, but to the point. He declared that he had come to protect 
the city and to drive the enemy into the sea, Ol" perish in the attempt. 
He called upon all citizens to bury their differences and raliy to the 
defense of their country. He made it clear that his word would be law 
and must be respected and obeyed. 

The facts relating to the Battle o! New Orleans are so well known 
that I shall but briefiy describe them. However, such a description 
would be incomplete without reference to the conditions leading up to 
that famous victory. During the first two years of the War of 1812 
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the Brltish victories over our Armies bad not only been complete but I ing 178 electoral votes, while John Quincy Adams received but 83. It 
disastrous and humiliating-we had not won a single land battle. is needless to state that he had the loyal support of the masses of the 

The enemy had captured and burned the city of Baltimore and in turn people. 
bad captured and partially burned the National Capital. Our President OVETIWHELMINGLY REELECTED PRESIDENT 

and ~be sea.t of government had been driven from Washin~ton .. The The popularity of his first administration was attested by the fact 
martial spint of the Nation seemed to hav? been largely bro~en • .our that be was triumphantly reelected in 1832, receiving 219 electoral 
morale was at a low ebb. England was m a state of glorification. votes against 67 for ali of his opponents. 
Many sections of our country were demanding peace at any price. The 
President bad sent a commission of five notable men to Europe to seek 
peace. They had been haughtily received, and the British demanded 
most unreasonable terms, including a cession of that territory now 
comprising the great Middle West. These were the conditions when 
Andrew Jackson was commissioned a major general and authorized to 
appoint his subordinate officers and mobilize an army, but the Federal 
Government provided no means with which to do it. It is with pride 
that I point to the fact that the old Volunteer State of Tennessee met 
the emergency, and through its legislature appropriated $300,000 for the 
equipment and expenses of an army to be raised by Jackson. So far es 
I am aware, this is the only instance since the establishment of our 
Government that a State has made an appropriation for the national 
defense. Whereupon, General Jackson quickly mobilized an army of 
6,300 men at Fayetteville, Tenn. 
· Jackson had about 6,000 troops at New Orleans, sturdy frontiersmen, 
wearing coonskin caps, bunting shirts, and armed chtetly with squirrel 
rifles. He was confronted by General Pakenham, with over 12,000 
trained and seasoned British troops, who had fought under Wellington 
and many of whom later covered themselves with glory at •Waterloo 
in combat with Napoleon's legions; many of whom had recently partici· 
pated in the capture of Baltimore and Washington. Jackson began 
attacking the British at night on December 23, 1814, and kept it up 
until the final, decisive battle on January 8, 1815, when he and his 
troops won their miraculous victory, killing and wounding a large 
number of British troops and driving the remainder in disorder from the 
field. The deadly aim of the Tennessee frontiersmen was evidenced by 
the fact that General Pakenham was killed; Gibbs, who succeeded him, 
was killed ; and many other high officers in the British ranks met a 
similar fate. The most remarkable feature of this wonderful victory 
was that the Americans sustained a loss of only 8 killed and 13 
wounded. This most marvelous and glorious victory ever won by Amer
ican arms was acclaimed with wildest joy throughout the Nation from 
President Madison down to the humblest citizen. Jackson was the 
great national hero. His name was on every tongue. As expressed by 
Bowers, this victory had "brilliantly avenged the humiliations of an 
unhappy war." 

While it is true that this great victory was won after the signing of 
the treaty at Ghent, yet in the light of subsequent events we know that 
it was one of the most important and far·reacbing events in our history; 
among other things It assured to us the preservation and possession of 
the Louisiana Purchase, comprising 14 of our great States. 

DECLINES APPOINTMENT AS SECRETARY Oil' WAR 

Upon his ele.ction in 1816, President Monroe tendered to Jackson the 
position of Se.cretary of War, but be promptly declined it. 

GOVERNOR OF FLORIDA 

However, December 26, 1817, General Jackson entered upon his sec
ond Florida campaign. In February, 1819, Spain ceded Florida to the 
United States. In 1821 President Monroe appointed Jackson Governor 
of Florida, which he reluctantly accepted. He resigned as major gen
eral in the Army and on July 17, 1821, took possession of Florida as 
governor, it becoming a Territory of the United States. In October fol
lowing, Jackson resigned as Governor of Florida. 

AGAIN UNlTED STATES SEINATOR 

However, Old Hickory is to again be pulled from his peaceful lair at 
The Hermitage. In October, 1823, without solicitation on his part, he 
was elected United States Senator by the Tennessee Legislature. He 
resigned from this position in October, 1825. 

ll'Il!ST RACE FOR PRESIDENT 

On July 20, 1822, Jackson had been placed in nomination for the 
Presidency by the Legislature of Tennessee. On March 4. 1824, he was 
nominated for President by the Philadelphia convention. In the ensu
ing election Jackson received a plu1·ality of both the popular and elec
toral votes for President over his three opponents, Adams, Clay, and 
Crawford, but, not having received a majority of all the electoral votes 
the election was thrown into the House oi Representatives, which 
elected John Quincy Adams. 

EILEC'l'ED PRESIDENT 

In October, 1825, the Tennessee Legislature again placed Jackson in 
nomination for the Presidency. 

He was again nomktated as the Democratic standard bearer for the 
Presidency in 1828. After the most bitter and scurrilous campaign 
this country bas ever known be was triumphantly elected. In view of 
the powerful interests arrayed against him and the character of the 
campaign waged against him, he achieved a remarkable victory, secur. 

JACKSON THE MASON 

General Jackson bad been grand master of the Masonic fraternity of 
Tennessee. During his first term as President the bead of his Cabinet 
was Secretary of State Edward Livingston, who was the highest-ranking 
Mason in America. In 1832 William Work was nomiiJ.ated for President 
by the anti-Masons and ~enry Clay was nominated by the Whigs. The 
unti·Masons and Whigs worked in close cooperation and with complete 
understanding. During the campaign ex-President John Quincy Adams 
made a bitter attack on Masonry and Edward Livingston. It is need
less to relate that Jackson went on record against this anti-Mason 
hysteria and that the Masons rallied to Jackson's banner. The cam
paign against Jackson in 1832 was quite as bitter and scurrilous as 
that waged against him in 1828, but with even more disastrous results 
to the opposition. In discussing this campaign in his admirable work, 
the Party Battles of the Jackson Period, Claude G. Bowers says in 
pat·t: 

"Thus the Wbigs used every weapon that came into their hands
money, subsidized and bought papers, the hostility of Masonry, the hate 
of the nullifiers, the fear of Van Buren, intimidation, coercion, and 
slander. And something comparatively new to politics-the cartoon
soon became a feature of the fight. Here the Democrats were at a dis
advantage and the pictorial editorials that have come down to us are 
largely anti-Jackson. Here we find the President pictured as a raving 
maniac, as Don Quixote tilting at the pillars of the splendid marble 
bank building in Philadelphia, as a burglar attempting to force the 
bank doors with a battering ram, while the most popular cartoon among 
the friends of Clay pictured Jackson receiving a crown from Van Buren 
and a scepter from the devil." 

When Jackson entered the White House he had about $5,000 in 
money. After his eight years' distinguished and triumphant service as 
Chief Executive he left Washington for 'l'be Hermitage with $90 in money, 
with Rachel's picture and her Bible, from which be had read every 
night. The Presidency bad cost him all of his savings, and he was 
in debt. He once more settled down to the quiet life of a farmer and 
spent the rest of his days. He paid all of his debts, for he was a good 
farmer, but died comparatively a poor man. 

I am discussing rather the personal side of Andrew Jackson. Tinle 
forbids a detailed narrative of his many and valuable achievements 
while an occupant of the White House. 

JI:IOST POPULAR Al'>IERICAN-ACHfEVEMIDNTS 

When Jackson entered the White House he was the most popular of 
all Americans. After eight ·years of the most bitter and turbulent 
administrations in the Nation's history he retired to private life 
stronger than ever in the affections of the people. Throughout his presi
dential career he was constantly harassed by a hostile Senate; he had 
pitted against him those able and astute statesmen, Clay, Webster, 
and Calhoun. The battle between the hostile Senate on the one band 
and President Jackson on the other raged with unremitting fury and 
bitterness. Jackson asked no quarter and gave none. He always ca~ 
out victor. He was invincible. He never lost the confidence and 
support of the people. 

From his quiet retreat at The Hermitage, which by the way is 
quite as attractive and interesting as Mount Vernon, Jackson caused the 
nomination and his influence effected the election of his two successors 
in the presidential chair, Van Buren and Polk. For a quarter of a 
century he controlled the political destinies of this Nation and for 
a century his achievements and influence have colored the affairs of 
our country. 

In accepting upon behalf of the United States the ·splendid bronze 
statue of Andrew Jackson pre~nted by the State of Tennessee, to be 
placed in Statuary Hall, President Coolidge said of him: 

"History accords him one of the high positions among the great 
names of our country. He gave to the nationalist spirit through loyalty 
to the Union a new strength which was decisive for many years. His 
management of our foreign affairs was such as to secure a wholesollli! 
respect for our Government and the rights of its citizens. He left the 
Treasury without obligations and .with a surplus. Coming up from 
the people, he demonsh-ated that there is sufficient substance in self· 
government to solve important public questions and rise superior to a 
perplexing cli.sis. Like a true pioneer, be broke through all the re
straints and impediments into which he was born and, leaving behind 
the provincialisms and prejudices of his day, pushed out toward n larger 
freedom and a sounder Gov-ernment, carrying the country with him." 

As before shown, Jackson's scholastic training was very meager; but 
he had such a splendid natural intellect and acquit•ed snch an excel
lent education in the school of experience, by keen observation and 
intelligent reading, that one of his blographerli expressed his opinion 
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that Jackson was the finest letter writer this country had produced, 

· and the late Congressman James D. Richardson, who compiled the 
Messages and Papers of the Presidents, gave it as his mature judgment 
that Jackson's state papers were the greatest of all our Presidents. 
Jackson was not cultured; he did not have a literary education. He 
did not know the difference between a ballad and a sonnet, and prob
ably cared less. He made mistakes in orthography, but, after an, 
spelled better than the Father of Our Country; even as late a Presi
dent and as learned a scholar as Theodore Roosevelt indulged in 
phonetic spelling. Yet Jackson's head was chuck-full of wisdom such 
as is seldom possessed even by perfect grammarians and spellers. Hts 
superior intelligence, his iron will, his dauntless courage overcame all 
deficiencies of scholastic training ; and the latter are overlooked except 
by those puny, contemptible minds which grovel on the fioor looking 
for specks. 

By sheer force of intellect, unadolterated patriotism, indomitable will, 
and invincible courage, be displayed qualities of extraordinary ver
satility. By his thirty-third birthday he had served as public prose
cutor, Federal attorney general, Representative in Congress, United 
States Senator, supreme court judge, and major general. He had 
sought none of these offices, and resigned from all of them before his 
terms expired. 

Like all great men of positive character and fearless action, lw had 
many bitter foes and was the victim of much unjust slander. Only 
recently we are getting histories and biographies which do justice to 
Andrew Jackson and his great achievements; even some of the recent 
writers still give currency to slanders which have long since been thor
oughly discredited. 

Jackson is now generally recognized as having been truly a great 
President. J:Ie so impressed himself upon the history of our country 
that we speak of tbe "Jackson period." One of bis greatest contribu
tions was to make our Government responsive to the will of the people. 
As bas been aptly said, Jetrerson enunciated the principles of a gov
ernment of the people and for the people, and Jackson completed the 
process by making it a government of the people, for the people, and by 
the people. 

To again quote that 1:1"enehant biographer, Claude G. Bowers: 
"Andrew Jackson was the organizer of democracy. He found tbe 

masses helpless and futile in the midst of tbe1r tools, and be taught 
them bow to use them. He mobilized the scattered forces of ordinary 
men ; vitalized them with energy, fired them with his faith, and made 
sharpshooters of them, every one. He made the trapper in the wilder
ness, the worker on the wharf, the toiler in tbe factory, and tbe farmer 
in the field realize that -the Government Is his Government in days of 
peace as well as when he is solemnly reminded of it in days of battle. 

" Wben tbey reminded him that these men of the masses were un
trained in government, he~·anawered that in a democracy it was high 
time to train them. When tbe timid cringed at the thought of these 
crude folk being awakened to a realization of their civic power, ~ 
consoled himself with the refiectlon that they were the same crude folk 
who battled behind him at New Orleans. He knew that men good 
enough to die for the Republic are good enough to have a voice in the 
determination of its destiny; and be knew that a nation that will 
exact a life and withlK>ld a civic right is not flt to live." 

Without previous training, Jackson demonstrated his ability to cope 
with every situation in any field of endeavor. He even demonstrated 
the fact that he was a diplomat and capable of suceessfnlly coping with 
grave international problems. When be became Presi<lent many old 
and vexatious questions with foreign countries were pending, ~1 of 
which be soon satisfactorily adjusted, and when be retired from the 
Presid~ncy he did not bequeath to his successor a single pending 
controversy with a foreign nation. 

His sterling party service bas furnished us the descriptive term, 
"Jacksonian Democracy," and Democrats throughout the Nation assem
ble on "Jackson Day,'' to pay him homage. 

It was Jackson who establlshed the custom of party platforms, his 
purpose being to take the people into the counsel and confidence of 
party leaders. 

CHARACTER S~TCH 

Andrew Jackson had many faults, it is true, but absolutely none that 
compromised honor, integrity, justice, or patriotism. Generally his 
faults were merely the excesses of the very virtues which made him 
great. ' 

His sensitive., high-strung nature, his impetuous will, his readiness to 
resent an insult, his determination tQ redress a wrong, his utter fearless
ness naturally led him into paths that more phlegmatic and timid 
souls would dare not tread. However, a remarkable feature of Jackson's 
complex nature was that he wruJ always calm and collected in every 
erisis. 

Jackson was not sly or subtle. He never resorted to artlftce, deceit, 
or even tact. He was blunt and straightforward. He always spoke in 
nnmistakable terms. He never equivocated. He never "trimmed bis 
sails." He always struck: straight :f.'rom the shoulder. 

No obstacle discouraged, no danger deterred .Andrew Jackson. Both 
b:is moral and physical courage was supreme under all circumstances. 
He feared no mortal man; he feared no aggregation of men. No power, 

no influence could turn him away from the path of duty as he saw it. 
His lion heart never ·quailed; his iron will never wavered. He was 
superlatively a real man. 

Commodore Elliott brought from Palestine, in the U. S. S. Oon.stttu
Uon~ a magnificent sarcophagus believed to have contained the body of 
the Roman emperor, Alexander Severns. A short time before Jackson's 
death the commodore wrote to him telling about the sarcophagus, saying, 
"I pray you to live on in fear of the Lord, dying the death of a Roman 
soldier; an emperor's coffin awaits you." 

General Jackson promptly replied as follows : 
" I must decline accepting the honor intended to be bestowed. I can 

not consent that my mortal body shall be laid in a repository prepared 
for an emperor or a king. My republican feelings and principles forbid 
it ; the simplicity of our system of government forbids it. True virtue 
can not exist where pomp and parade are the governing passions ; tt 
can only dwell with the people--the great laboring and producing classes 
that fot·m the bone and sinew of onx confederacy. I have prepared 
an bumble depository for my mortal bOdy beside that wherein lies my 
beloved wife." 

Jackson spent the last 17 years of his life without his beloved 
Rachel, who passed away shortly after his flrst triumphant election to 
the Presidency. Rachel had pined away with a broken heart as a 
result of cruel slanders before mentioned, which were revived and 
embellished in that campaign. 

A short time before his death, General Jackson's pastor went to his 
bedside and said : 

" General, the doctor informs. me that you have but a short time to 
live. You must remember that lf you expect forgiveness you yourself 
must forgive all your enemies." 

The old fellow turned his eyes to the wall where bung Rachel's por
trait, with trembling fingers pointed to it, and said: 

"I forgive them all-except her traducers." 
For many years before his death General Jaekson was affiicted with 

tuberculosis, and finally dropsy developed. He snfrered the most excru
ciating agony, but he nffer flinched nor complained. 

THE BND 

During his last hours Jackson manifested his greatness a.Ild patriotism 
when be said : 

"May my enemies find peace; may the liberties of my country endure 
forever." · 

The end came on Sunday, June 8, 1845. The members of his bouse
bold, and even his faithful slaves, were admitted into his presence. 
General Jackson heard them sobbing and said: "Do not cry, dear chil
dren, we all will meet in heaven--all-white and black." And then in a 
voice so weak that it was scarcely audible, be uttered his last words: 
"Heaven will be no heaven to me if I do not meet my wife there." 

The Grim Reaper mercifully ended his sufferings and sent his proud 
spirit to join his Rachel. His mortal body was laid to rest beside that 
of his beloved wife in the garden of The Hermitage. 

In tbe graphic word.s of Gerald W. Johnson: 
"The wilderness whkh had slain his father yielded to Andrew Jack

son. The war which destroyed his mother and his brothers be survived. 
'l'be wild frontier to which they dispatched him on a dangerous mission 
he subdued. The enemies that rose against him he struck down. He 
swept the red man beyond the great river. He swept the British into 
the sea. The country thundered his acclaim and showered honors upon 
him. It gave him the Presidency, and be made tbe Presidency such a 
power as it never bad been before. The immigrant linen draper's son 
touched the height of human glory and his renown echoed throughout 
the world." 

As his handsome bronze statue graees the National Hall of Fame, so 
his character and achievements place Andrew Jackson among the im
mortals. 

The message from Mrs. Donelson to the lodge, refer.red to 1n 
the foregoing address, is as follows : 

• NASHVILLJil, TJilNN.~ March 8~ 19SO. 
Hon. E. L. DAVIS. 

DEAR SIR : I am just in receipt of yours of the 6th and hasten to 
reply since the time is short to the 15th, the birthday of our great hero. 

The message I send to the lodge : 

ANDREW JACKSON, THE GUARDIAN 

I appreciate your desii·e for the picture, s!nce It increases interest in 
and respect tor the benefactor of my fatber, Maj. Andrew Jackson Donel
son, who wag reared and educated by General Jackson as his ward and 
nephew, was on his staff in Florida, his private secretary during his 
two presidential administrations, his confidential friend; and counselot' 
tmtll the old hero's death. 

There never was such a guardian as General Jackson. Major Donel
son llv:ed with him all hls life. General Jackson sent him to West 
Point, where he made the 4-year course in three, graduating second in 
his class (the first stUdent from Tennessee), to University of Tennessee 
next, then next to Lexington, without one cent of expense for clothes, 
tnttion, etc. ; built him a fine Jwme on Donelson's 2,000 acres, adjoining 
Hermitage ; helped to furnish it with all its rich silver, eu. ; so increased 
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his estate as to almost equal his own, and at his death apologized for 
not leaving any more of his worldly goods save his handsomest gold 
sword presented to him by •.rennessee. Can such a guardian be equaled? 
Thus I have devoted my life to the preservation of his home, and have 
succeeded in getting a bill passed in the last legislature to perpetuate 
his noble character and deeds. Rather than a holiday It calls for a 
"Jackson Day" in all Tennessee schools on January 8. 

Sincerely, 
BJDTTnc M. DoNmLsoN. 

Anurew Jackson's check and Mrs. Donelson's comment thereon 
are copied, as follows : 

Mr. John Sommerville, Cashier of the Branch Bank of the State 
of Tennessee at Nashville will please pay to Capt. A. J. Donelson Fifty 
Dollars in U. States notes & charge the same to his friend 

ANDREW JACKSON 

JULY 19, 1827. 
P. S.-If convenient in a $50 U. S. note. A. J. 

Mr. DAvis, I am inclosing a check for you to present to the Andrew 
Jackson Lodge. I choose this one because it is made out in its en
tirety by General Jackson. I gave one recently to the Masonic lodge 
at St. Louis; they framed it and seemed appreciative of same. Thns 
hope the Virginia people will, too. 

I gave one to John Trotwood Moore and he had it mounted on 
glass, for a paper weight, and presented it to John W. Davis while 
a candidate for President of the United States when in Nashville. Tell 
the lodge members if they are ever in need of funds, can recash the 
check, i. e., can sell it. 

BETTIE M. Dom:LSo~. 

RESTORATION OF THE FRIGATE " CONSTITUTION " 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Union Calendar the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 264) 
making an • appropriation to c~mplete the restor~tio~ of the 
frigate Oon.stitttrtion, and to consider the same at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Re~Wed, eto., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $300,000, to 
remain available until June 30, 1931, for completing the repair, equip· 
'ment, and 1·estoration of the frigate Constitution., as authorized by the 
act approved Marcb 4, 1925 (43 Stat. L. 1278). 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. 1\fr. Speaker, I objeet. _What 
is the nature of the emergency that we should follow this un
usual procedure to take $300,000 of the taxpayers' mone~r out 
of the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. FRENCH. If the gentleman will withhold his objec
tion--

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I reserve it. 
Mr. FRENCH. I think he will be agreeable to the program. 

The act of Congress of March 4, 1925, provided for the restora
tion, equipment, and repair of the old frigate, the Constitut.ion .. 
It was also provided in the act that the Navy Department might 
receive public contributions for the work. 

Up to this time the Government has received something more 
than $600,000 to carry forward the wor~ and, appa_rently,_ we 
are at the end practically of our opportumty for pubhc receipts. 

The work has been progressing and is practically two-thirds 
completed. May I say that the work is of a peculiar character, 
because it is work that is being performed upon an old wooden 
type of ship, a ship that originally was authorized by the Co:r;t· 
gress in 1794. In order to assemble the force to carry on this 
work it was necessary to comb, you might say, the New England 
States to obtain workmen who are familiar with construction 
work of this kind. The force has been assembled, it has been 
carrying forward the work until now the funds collected have 
been well nigh exhausted. All the members of the committee 
felt that the balance of the funds should be appropriated by the 
Federal Government. 

More small contributions will be made from now on, and to 
the extent that they are made they will reduce the amount 
carried in the appropriation. • 

If we do not make the appropriation now-if we permit the 
matter to drag along until it may be carried in the regular appro
priation bill, or if we pass this resolution some weeks hence-it 
will mean expense through the disassembling of the force now 
gathered together. In the interest of economy the members of 
the committee are unanimous in the thought that the work 
ought to go forward at this· time. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentle
men will be interested in this fact: That the Congress did en
courage the donation by the act to which the gentleman from 

• 

Idaho has referred, and that a very large part of the donation 
came from school children. 

Mr. FRENCH. The school children of the country have con
tributed more than $150,000 in what has been called penny 
contributions. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Was the work let on a contract 
and did they not know what the cost would be? 

Mr. FRENCH. No; the work is being done in the Govern
ment navy yard. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. One further question: We have 
heard the same old swan song raised here by the distinguished 
gentleman from Alabama about Congress encouraging the col
lection of these contributions. I believe that if you go back to 
the debates you will find that Congress was told that if the 
bill passed there would be no expens.e to the Treasury. Having 
railroaded the bill thl'ough Congress, telling the Congress there 
would be no expense to the Federal Treasury, they now refer 
back to the passage of the act and say that Congress is re
sponsible and should appropriate. I would like to ask whether 
the Bureau of the Budget has approved this appropriation? 

Mr. FRENCH. This matter has not come from the Bureau 
of the Budget. We are lifting this out of the consideration of 
many items that the Naval Appropriations Subcommittee is 
handling because of its emergent character. It is in the interest 
of economy that we do so. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I believe in economy. How
ever it would be better economy, if we have $300,000 extra kick
ing ~round the Treasury, to appropriate it for the erection of 
much-needed Federal buildings, such as post offices and addi
tions to the national homes and Veterans' Bureau hospitals. 
. Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? These men 
who have been at work on the Cons-titution have been drawn 
from every section of the country-from Wisconsin, from Wash
ington, from Oregon, fi·om Maine. For the last two weeks they 
have been held in Charleston or Boston without pay on a fur
lough in the hopes that Congress might supplement the efforts of 
the people of the United States, largely school children, in 
raising a fund to preserve this great naval relic. 

Congress took action, in the first place, on the universal de
mand fi·om all over the country that the Con8titution, which will 
forever live in song and story, as a representation of the valOl' 
of American seamanship, which put the American Navy on a 
plane second to no other nation in the world-that the Consti
tution, about which Oliver Wendell Holmes wrote when it was 
at one time threatened with destruction: 

Tear her tattered ensign down. 

And the people of the United States at that time rose up and 
saved the Constitution. 

Now she is a relic of the past, she is a naval museum; an 
effort is made to supplement the voluntary donations of the 
public by an appropriation of the Nation. 

The United States Government is not going to let this old 
hulk remain as it is. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. This might have interested the 
Governor of Massachusetts, who is a wealthy gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The duty of the Governor of Massachu
setts is no less and no more than the duty of the Governor of 
Wisconsin or any other State when it comes to a question of 
great national interest. Are you going to let this vessel re
main without a mast, without a spar, without a rope, without a 

· sail? It is a di~<>Tace to the American public, a disgrace to the 
American Government. Surely the gentleman is not going to let 
these skilled workmen, some ninety-odd, the only men in the 
United States and perhaps ih the world who are competent to 
work on this old type of vessel, be dispersed and sent back to 
their homes? If the gentleman is going to 1·efuse to let this go 
through by unanimous consent, these men will not remain in the 
navy yard any longer. 

They have to pay their living expenses while there, and they 
will be compelled to go back to their homes in Wisconsin and 
Washington and in Oregon and other States. 

Mr. CRAMTON. l\1r. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Then, is it not a fact, since we all know that 

ultimately Congress will do this thing, that the only ones who 
will be affected by the objection now will be those men who are 
up there at their own expense, waiting for a resumption of the 
work. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Those are the only ones. 
Mr. FRENCH. More than that, the fund itself will neces

sarily suffer, whether a public fund or a Government appropria
tion, through having to r~ssemble those who can carry forward 
the work. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. 1\Ir. Speaker, this bill should 
have the approval of the Director of the Budget. There are 
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many people suffering in this country to-day by reason of the 
failure of appropriations. Veterans' hospitals have not been 
completed, and in the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, 11 of them scattered throughout the country, many of 
the men who fought during the Nation's wars, who are sick and 
disabled, can not receive care because of failure of the building 
program. Until such time as the Director of the Budget ap-. 
proves this $300,000 expenditure I shall oppose it. I am not 
going to let the policy of economy enter into consideration, 
whereby we will be denied appropriations for national military 
homes, and hospitals for the Veterans' Bureau because of in
sufficient funds through taking this $300,000 out of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. This is not going to take a dollar from 
the veteran£!, it is not going to take a dollar from the hospitals, 
and in no way, shape, or manner is it going to affect other 
appropriations. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It certainly will. When the 
appropriation estimates for new buildings for national homes 
and hospitals comes before the D~ector of the Budget he con
siders the financial condition of the Treasury, and when reduc
tions or deductions are made, they are made due to the balanc
ing of the account, based on the financial condition of the 
Treasury. The Director of the Budget will ultimately pass on 
these necessary appropriations for hospital buildings, and so 
forth. We should also pass on the appropriation of $300,000 
contained in this bill. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Is the gentleman going to hold him su
perior to the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Since the Congress under the 
law has created the Director of the Budget, and since under 
the law created by Congress the appropriation estimates neces
sarily go through the Director of the Budget, and since he will 
have a great deal to say about recommending appropriations 
for national home and veteran bureau hospital additions, I be
lieve it is only fair that the Congress should ask the Director of 
the Budget for his opinion about this $300,000 appropriation. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. If he has made one error, if he has been 
unfair about some things, does the gentleman wisb to take a 
similar position on this matter. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I am not talking about his 
being unfair, but a matter of policy, and there is no reason why 
the Committee on Appropriations should not have asked the 
Director of the Budget whether he approves this legislation 
which the gentleman from Idaho is asking to take up out of 
order under unanimous consent. I appreciate that there may 
be a great deal of merit in the proposition, but I believe a day 
or so will not interfere, and if the Director of the Budget 
within the next day or so approves of this appropriation, I shall 
not interpose an objection_ Until the matter bas been presented 
to him I shall object, and I do object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
MRB. MERCEDES MARTINEZ VIUDA DE SANOHEZ (H. DOO. NO. &20) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committ~e on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered plinted : 
To the Oongres_s of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report regarding the request of Mrs. 
Mercedes :Martinez Viuda de Sanchez, widow of Emeterio 
Sanchez, for an award which will enable her to be provided with 
the necessities of life. 

I recommend in accoraance with the suggestion of the Acting 
Secretary of State that the Congress, as an act of grace and 
without reference to the legal liability of the . United States in 
the matter, authorize an appropriation for $500, to be paid to 
Mrs. Sanchez as a recognition of the meritorious services ren
dered by her deceased husband in rescuing certain American 
seamen, and to relieve to a certain extent her present financial 
condition. 

HERBERT HOOVER. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, Marek 19, 1930. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CHASE, at the request of Mr. KURTZ, indefinitely, on account of 
illness in his family. 

GANGSTERS 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the 

press of the country within the last few days has been filled 
with stories concerning tile whereabouts of a notorious gangster 

and criminal. Some people are prone to idealize this convict. 
What does it signify that so much· space is taken up in the 
public press about a low character. It tends to point out the 
national significance and proportion of the gangster problem, 
and should make the Congress pause to think what we should 
do to help put down the organized criminal e1ement. It is time 
society joined forces to break down the merged forces of the 
underworld. It is time we tried to do something to extermi
nate these cattle. I suggest that it would be wise for the 
Attorney General to invite to a conference in the city of Wash
ington the enforcement officers of the large cities, State, and 
county, together with the Federal supervising agents and dis
trict attorneys from the large cities, so that they can form a 
cooperative movement to break up the gangs that are threaten
ing the peace and security of this country. 

They can arrive at a clearing bouse of information. For 
instance, the Department of Justice might have some informa
tion concerning a group of gangsters, and the district attorney 
of my city might have further information concerning them, 
and the district attorney of Chicago might have more informa
tion. The complete information might work out as a mosaic 
charge as a means of enforcing the criminal laws of one 
jurisdiction. The gangster resorts to all kinds of inhuman 
acts in order to terrorize the people. He commits ~rson, he 
commits robbery, he commits murder. 

These people should not be held up as being anything 
romantic. The leaders of these gangs are nothing but cowardly 
arch criminals. 'I'hey employ assassins and outlaws to execute 
their plans. There should be S@me means of effecting the ex
termination of these people. These gang leaders are responsible 
for the murders committed here a,nd elsewhere. They do not 
seem to fear such a thing as capital punishment. It is time 
for a parade of these murder mobs to the electric chairs. There 
should be an end to this lawlessness and anarchy in the various 
cities of the country. I do not think that there 1s any law
enforcement officer who alone could take up the challenge of 
these lawless gangs. The way to do it is to build up a struc
ture of cooperation between the faithful law officers throughout 
the country, so that these people can be done away with and 
no longer terrorize decent people and the Government of the 
United States. It is a serious problem, particularly in our big 
cities, and we need unified cooperation to solve it. [Applause.] 

HYDR.A.ULIO LABORATORY 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to speak for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. At the conclusion of my re

marks I will ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
on the bill I have introduced and which was reported by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the purpose of which 
is to establish a hydraulic laboratory in the Bureau of Stand
aJ·ds. I wish every :Member would read the extension which 
I will put in the RECORD in regard to this great hydraulic 
laboratory project. In th~t extension I have endeavored to 
convey to my fellow Members a wealth of information which 
was supplied by the civil engineers of the United States at the 
hearing before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I hope 
that some method will be adopted to bring this bill before the 
House on account of its importance. The President of the 
United States, then Secretary of Commerce, indorsed unquali
fiedly and enthusiastically a similar bill considered during the 
Seventieth Congress by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and I understand from the chairman of that committee that, 
as P1·esident, Mr. Hoover has not changed his viewpoint in 
regard to the blessings that will flow from this bill if enacted 
into law. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
as indicated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection_ 
Mr. OlCONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, the. Committee 

on Rivers and Harbors hearings on the bill to create a hydraulic 
laboratory in the Bureau of Standards and the Senate committee 
hearings on the same subject should be made a single public 
document and sent to every library, high school, college, and 
university in the United States. Those hearings contain a 
wealth of information in regard to hydraulics that ought to be 
made available to the engineering profession and to students in 
our higher educational institutions. Most of that information 
has never appeared before in print. 

The House committee in its endeavor to investigate the propo
sition frQm eyery imaginable slant and angle were carried into 
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hitherto unknown seas. Explorations were made that will be 
of the greatest value to students of hydraulics and add immeas
urably to the knowledge of a subject which ranges over such a 
vast field. No bill in recent years has aroused such intense 
interest among the members of any profession as the proposed 
hydraulic laboratory-in the Bureau of Standards has created in 
the membership of the engineering councils, associations and 
societies of this country. The American Engineering Co~ncil, 
the membership of which is made up of 24 engineering and allied 
technical professions of the United States, numbering 43,000 
engineers, have unqualifiedly indorsed the bill. 

Representatives from that council in conjunction with emi
tlent engineers from many parts of the United States have 
uppeared before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and have 
submitted testimony showing the desirability and need for es-
tablishing a national hydraulic laboratory under the Bureau of 
Standards. They hold that a national hydraulic research 
laboratory is needed not only for the purpose of conducting ex
periments for river and harbor projects but also for the purpose 
of conducting scientific hydraulic experiments for any citizen 
who submits a plausible problem and is willing to pay for the 
work involved in conducting the experiments. They further 
hold that such a laboratory is needed for the purpose of aiding 
in the solution of hydraulic problems of such Federal agencies 
as the Geological Survey, Federal Power Commission, Reclama
tion Service, and others. 

The council maintain that the hydraulic laboratory should 
be under th€ direction and control of the Bureau of Standards, 
because through the years it has developed a scientific attitude 
and technique for the handling of such problems that may be 
undertaken in such laboratories ; and has on its staff men 
trained in the several sciences, knowledge of which would be 
required of the staff of such a laboratory if it is to function 
with efficiency and effectiveness. They do not desire to take 
from the Corps of Engineers any authority to conduct what
ever researches it may deem necessary in prosecuting its work 
of flood control. 

Nor do I wish in any way to dim the glory or blur the prestige 
of the Army Engineers, whose great services to the Nation re
flect magnificently the discipline, courage, loyalty, patriotism, 
intellectuality, and training imparted and developed by the Mili
tary Academy at West Point, which sent them out into the 
world to overcome obstacles and to conquer the forces of nature 
in order that civilization might blaze along the way that destiny 
evidently marked for it. No one has a greater esteem, affection, 
and loyalty to Annapolis and West Poinl than myself. Our 
country could not separate itself from the history of those two 
great institutions without dimming its own glory. May they 
last and go out only when the Republic itself expires~ which we 
all hope is in the never to be. If they are jealous of their ac
complishments, their privileges, and the trust confined to them, 
we should be proud of them for that attitude. A man who is 
careless of his rights can not be expected to protect the rights 
of others. While those who jealously guard what they deem 
to be a sacred trust can be depended upon to fight upon land 
and sea for the maintenance of the Republic from which flow 
our rights and privileges and to which we all owe the solemn 
duty of so living our lives that the Nation will be stronger and 
farther along the road of a mighty civilization on the day we go 
westward forever than on the day through the miracle of birth 
we became a part of our country's life. 

But I can not blind my eyes to the fact that a national 
hydraulic laboratory rnch as Is planned by H. R. 8299 will 
prove a great auxiliary to the force of Army engineers 
in solving the as yet unconquered difficulties and problems in
volved in flood control and related hydraulic subjects. The 
hydraulic laboratory would not be an antagonistic or hostile 
body but a friendly agency whose findings would be persuasive 
and not arbitrarily binding upon the Army engineers. The 
reports of the Army engineers show that that great body of 
men have written into the history of our country some of its 
most brilliant chapters; not flamboyantl;r but with the steady 
courage of men whose education at our great Military Academy 
has fitted them to fight and do noble things in every field to 
which they may be assigned. But with all the deference that 
we may show to men whose careers we admire and whose 
expl{lits we proudly acknowledge, we can not but see that 
there are many new things that may come into the life of the 
world through the aid and assistance of the civil engineers 
that will "broaden the vision and make golden the hearthstone 
where we with loved ones dwell." We can not ignore the fact 
that the engineering profession as a whole is largely responsible 
for the civilization which we enjoy, though many of its victims, 
for it has its victims, in accordapce with the law of compensa-· 
tion, assert that it will not be an unmixed blessing until its 
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benefits are more wisely distributed so that those who are 
doomed to play the part Qf hewers of wood and drawers of 
water may become in some measure its beneficiaries and enjoy 
its opulence in a small way with those who by birth and for
tune are in control of the great movement. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat, a wealth of information has been 
brought to light and may be discovered by reading these hear
ings on H. R. 8299 held by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors during the Seventieth Congress. We have acquired 
more information than we originally sought and are perhaps 
building more wisely than we know. Those who went in search 
of the Golden Fleece brought back something more valuable 
than the mythical raiment. They brought back knowledge as a 
result of their romantic journey. Even the obvious becomes 
tinted with an appealing color when brought to light into such 
a trip as the committee has made in search of truth. 

Transportation, the foundation of the world order, takes on a 
new interest when we trace our highways, over which move 
millions of automobiles, and our railways, that carry such a 
stupendous commerce, to the path through the wilderness made 
by animals in quest of water with which to slake their thirst. 
The Brooklyn Bridge is seen in a new perspective when we 
see its genesis in the tree trunk thrown across the stream as a 
dam. The wonder grows as we see the dug and hollowed tree 
developing by the magical touch of the engineering wand into 
the leviathan that races through the storm and the night across 
the broad expanse of the Atlantic or the Pacific. From Frank
lin's kite and key have evolved the electrical titanic that light 
and rule the world to-day. The fabulous stories of the Arabian 
Nights pale into insignificance when conh·asted with the actual 
accomplishments and intellectual triumphs of the great engi
neers of the world. Let us ha,ve the hydraulic laboratory. It 
will be the scientific university of the United States and will 
radiate that knowledge and wisdom which will enlighten the 
world. And God said: "Let there be light and there was light," 
should be our inspiration. The future beckons to us to establish 
this beacon. Build the laboratory; unshackle knowledge; untie 
the hands of inquiry. Give wisdom winged feet so that the 
glories of the coming day may be hastened. 

The virtue, the wisdom, the necessity of proposed legislation 
may be seen frequently from the high character of its indorse
ment. Read them. I am sure they will impress upon the Com
gress and our countrymen the importance of this propose6 
measure, whose far-reaching consequences no man can fathom, 
as its ramifications may lead to the knowledge as yet locked 
securely in the undiscovered' caverns and bowels of the earth, 
and carry us to those heights which will give us a clearer view 
of that celestial splendor which the lighthouses of astronomy of 
to-day but obscurely and darkly disclose. 

I hope that the following remarks will be read from Maine 
to California, as they convey of themselves the basis of a liberal 
education. " Ye shall know the troth and the tn1th will make 
you free." I can make this statement, vain as it might imply 
I am, with great modesty, for I am but singing a song and telling 
a story imparted to me by those who appeared before the com
mittee, notable among them being B. R. Van Leer, assistant 
secretary of the American Engineering Council. Ye who have 
a curiosity to know how man conquers the forces of nature and 
makes them render him service such as will be given to a great 
part of the golden West by the construction of Boulder Dam, 
read and you will see that man has indeed put all things under 
his feet. 

Hydraulics, although one of the most ancient of the branches 
of engineering, is not an exact science. The correct solution of 
every hydraulic problem is dependent upon the correct use of 
coefficients which have been obtained through exp~imentation, 
and most.of these experiments have b~n performed in hydraulic 
laboratories. The vast bulk of our experimental know~ge of 
hydraulics has been supplied by hydraulic laboratories which 
were a part of some educational institution, although in recent 
years corporations manufacturing hydraulic machinery have 
found it necessary to build hydraulic laboratories for their 
own particular needs. The 63 institutions which attempt in 
some way or other to carry on hydraulic laboratory experi
mentation in the United States are as follows: 

Allis-Chalmers Co., Milwaukee, Wis. 
Armour Institute of Technology, Chicago, Dl. 
Associated Factory Mutual Fire Insurance Co.'s, Boston, Mass. 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute, Bre~klyn, N. Y. 
Brown University, Providence, R. I. 
Bureau of Standards, Washington, D. C. 
California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, Calif. 
California, University of, Berkeley, Calif. 
Carnegie Iastitute of Technology, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Case School of Applied Science, Cleveland, Ohio. 
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Cochrane Meter Testing Laboratory, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Colorado College, Colorado Springs, Colo. 
Colorado Experiment Station, Fort Collins, Colo. 
Columbia University, New York City. 
Cornell University (Sibley College of Mechanical Engineering), Ithaca, 

N.Y. 
Cramp, William & Sons, Ship & Engine Building Co. See I. P. Morris 

Hydraulic Laboratory. 
Dartmouth College (Thayer School of Engineering), Hanover, N. a 
Harrison Safety Boiler Works. See Cochrane Meter Testing Labo-

ratory. 
Harvard Engineering School, Cambridge, Mass. 
Holyoke Water Power Co., Holyoke, Mass. 
Horton Hydrological Laboratory, Voorheesville, N. Y. 
Illinois, University of, Urbana, Ill. 
Iowa State University, Iowa City, Iowa. 
Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Md. 
Lafayette College, Easton, Pa. 
Lehigh University, Bethlehem, .Pa. 
Leland Stanford University, Stanford University, Calif. 
Lowell Locks & Canals, Lowell, Mass. 
Mason Laboratory. See Yale University. 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Mass. 
Michigan, University of, Ann Arbor, Mich. 
Midwest Engine Co., Anderson, Ind. 
Minnesota, University of, Minneapolis, Minn. 
Morris, I. P., Hydraulic Laboratory, Philadelphia, Pa. 
National Board of Fire Underwriters, Chicago, Ill. 
Naval Academy. See United States Naval Academy. 
North Carolina, University of, Chapel Hill, N. C. 
Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio. 
Pennsylvania State College, State College, Pa. 
Pennsylvania, University of, Phlladelphia, Pa. 
Pittsburgh, University of, Hydraulic Laboratory, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Polytechnic Institute of Brooklyn. See Brooklyn Polytechnic Insti-

tute. 
Princeton University, Princeton, N. J. 
Proprietors of the locks and canals on Merrimac River, Lowell, Mass. 

See Lowell Locks and Canals. 
Purdue University, Lafayette, Ind. 
Rensselaer Polytechnie Institute, Troy, N. Y. 
Rochester, University of, Rochester, N. Y. 
Rose Polytechnic Institute, Terre Haute, Ind. 
Sheffield Scientific SchooL See Yale University. 
Sibley College. See Cornell University. 
Smith, S. Morgan Co., York, Pa. 
Stanford University. See Leland Stanford University. 
Stevens Institute of Technology, Hoboken, N. J. 
Syracuse University, Syracuse, N. Y. 
Texas, University of, Austin, Tex. 
Thay~r School of Engineering. See Dartmouth College. 
Throop College of Technology. See California Institute of Tech-

nology. 
United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. 
Washington University, St. L-ouis, Mo. 
Winchester Hall. See Yale University. 
Wisconsin, University of, Madison, Wis. 
Worcester Polytechnic Institute, Worcester, Mass. 
Yale University, New Haven, Conn. 

Many of these have performed notable work and some are 
in the forefront of scientific advances along hydraulic lines. 

As an outstanding example of the present work carried on 
by these laboratories the work of the laboratory at the State 
University of Iowa for 1929 may be cited. Report of this work 
was· prepared by Mr. Floyd A. Nagler, professor of hydraulic 
engineering. It is as follows: 

This past year (1929) has witnessed the completion of the new river 
laboratory of the University of Iowa, and the demand for its facilities 
has been so great that the projects which have been under investiga
tion in the laboratory during the past year seem worthy of mention. 
Throughout the year it has been necessary to carefully schedule all 
experimental projects in order to avoid interference, and on some 
days the laboratory has been operated continuously for 24 hours 
when graduate students and others have been forced to perform their 
investigations during n~ht hours because of lack of space and water 
during the daytime. · 

(l) The iaboratory opened tn AJ.>ril, 1929, with the United States 
Bureau of Public Roads continuing investigations started during the 
previous year on the flow of water a.round bridge piers of various 
shapes. This work w.as conducted in the large testing canal, using as 
much as 200 cubic feet per second of water in the 10-foot canaL The 
water was made to flow around piers of various shapes, which were 
larger than any used by previous investigators. These could be low
ered or raised out of the water at will in measuring the backw.ater 
effect. 

(2) A study of the effect of cut-ott channels across bends In the Des 
Moines River at Ottumwa was undertaken in the river m"odel flume 
upon its completion :tn March. This investigation was conducted for 
the city of Ottumwa by the Bureau of Public Roads in cooperation with 
the State University of Iow.a. A model of a section of the river ap
proximately 10 miles long was construc~d to a scale ol 1 foot=800 
feet, and the beneficial effects which were produced by straightening 
the river channel were accurately measured at various points along the 
stream. 

(3) The next investigation to come into the laboratory was under
taken .bY the Management and Engineering Corporation of <;:!hicago in 
order to determine remedial measures needed for the protection of the 
power dam on the Upper Iowa River at Decorah. Serious erosion had 
taken place below the dam during the 1929 spring flood, and in the past 
a great amount of money had been expended in the maintenance of the 
structure. A model of this dam on a scale of 1 foot equals 25 feet was 
constructed on the second floor ot the laboratory. The experiments de
termined the type of abutment and toe which would eliminate the present 
difficulty, 8.00 the construction recommended was started during the 
fall of 1929, immediately following the investigation. 

( 4) In August a problem was brought to the laboratory by Robert 
E. Horton, consulting engineer of Albany, N. Y., from a power develop
ment in Richmond, Va. This involved the accurate calibration of head 
gates, duplicating those which had been installed in former years at an 
old mill, in order to determine the amount of present water rights. The 
amount ol water used by these gates involved the determination of 
orifice coefficients under rather unusual conditions on a full-scale model 
of the gates which was installed in the river canal. 

(5) In August the Mana..,o-ement and Engineering Corporation of 
Chicago brought another problem to the laboratOl'y involving the design 
of a dam which is now under construction at Lebanon, Mo., on the 
Niangua River. In a model flume made of glass a type of stepped apron 
was developed which appeared to effectively prevent damaging erosion 
below the dam. The model was bullt to a scale of 1 foot equals 25 feet. 

(6) The question of the amount of flood water which flowed over 
single and double track railway emban~nts was brought to the labora
tory by the United States Bureau of Public Roads from Texas. .A. full 
scale model of a single and double track rallway with embankments was 
constructed across the 10-foot canal and discharge coefficients deter
mined for various conditions and depths of fiow. 

(7) In Septem~, a problem involving the solution of a flood-con
trol situation at Milan, ill., was solved in the laboratory for the United 
States District Engineer, Roek Island, Ill. A model of the critical 
location along M.ill Creek, the Illinois-Mississippi River Canal, and 
Rock River WIU! constructed to a scale of 1 foot=80 feet. The inade
quacy of certain structures was determined, and a type of flood-relief 
spillway was developed which allowed the waters of Mill Creek to pass 
through the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal Into the Rock River 
with the minimum deposition of sediment in the canal, 

(8) In September, the Management and Engineering Corporation of 
Chicago undertook another investigation on a laboratory model of their 
power plant on the Kickapoo River at Gays Mills, Wis., in order to 
determine measures that might be undertaken to prevent the continual 
silting of the river bed upstream from the power-house intake during 
periods of high water. The ftrst model was constructed on a scale of 
1 toot= 40 feet. 

(9) The last problem to be undertaken in the large river canal was 
the determination of the obstruction of pile trestle bents to the flow 
of water. This investigation was conducted in cooperation with the 
United States Bureau of Public Roads on full and reduced scale models 
of standard bridge trestles. This problem arose in connection with the 
construction of a Texas flood way. 

(10) In November the St. Paul office ot the United States Engineer 
Department began investigations on the hydraulic characteristics of 
the $3,000,000 navigation dam now under construction on the Mis
sisSippi River at Hastings, Minn. A model of the entire dam to a 
scale of 1 foot equals 100 feet was constructed in the river model flume; 
and other larger models of special sections of the dam were investigated 
in the glass model fiume. This investigation resulted in the develop
ment of a superior type of stilling bay and making certain modifica
tions in the apron of the dam already under constrn1!tion. 

Aside from the above projects, graduate students were also engaged 
in the study of more academic problems involving the pressure and 
velocity distribution at conduit outlets, the velocity and pressure ad
justments at sudden expansions in conduits, and the mixing of sh·cams 
of di.Jferent velocities. The laboratory also had under its supervision 
for the fifth consecutive year the detailed hydrologic investigation 
of the rainfall and run-off characteristics of a small water-shed of 3 
square miles at Iowa City. 

Work along these lines has also been engaged in extensively 
in foreign countries and a complete description of the labora
tories and their contributions to experimental research will be 
found in the book edited by John R. Freeman, published by the 
American Society of Mechanical Engineers (1929), entitled 
"Hydraulic Laboratory Practice." (Each member of the Rivers 
!J.pd Ha.rbors CQm.mittee was given a copy of this book.) 
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The modern problems which the hydraulic engineer has been 

called upon to solve require more accurate information than 
is now available. Even in the case of a simple phenomena of 
friction flow in bydraulie pipes some 10 or 12 diffe'rent formula> 
with different coefficients are found in current use. 

A complete treatise and description of these formulro is found 
in the 1929 edition of King's Handbook on Hydraulics, McGraw
Hill Publishing Co. There is considerable discrepancy in com
puting the bead loss due to friction in pipes from these formulre, 
and this discrepancy can not be attributed to carelessness and 
incompetency on the part of the men who have obtained the 
experimental data upon which the formulre were based. There
fore there is great need for additional knowledge, even upon 
this old, comparatively simple problem. 

Many of the hydraulic laboratories mentioned above are and 
will continue to make available contributions to experimental 
research in hydraulics. However, the development has reached 
such a state that the cost of equipment and the actual work of 
carrying on the experiments are of such a nature that the insti
tutions have not funds with which to conduct the more expen
sive work. The leading hydraulic engineers and those in charge 
of the hydraulic laboratories have indorsed the need of a na
tional hydraulic laboratory. This is borne out by the follow
ing list of distinguished engineers who have indorsed the pro
posal for a national hydraulic research laboratory: 

L. P. Alford, vice president Ronald Press Co., New York City. 
L. E. Ayres, hydraulic and electrical engineer (Ayres, Lewis, Norris 

& May), Ann Arbor, Mich. 
J. B. Babcock, professor railway engineering, Massachusetts Institute 

of Technology, Cambridge. 
Morris Bien, former assistant director, United States Reclamation 

Service, Washington, D. C. 
C. E. Billin, secretary Engineers' Club of Philadelphia, Pa. 
B. L. Brown, consulting engineer, Merchants' Laclede Building, St. 

Bonis, Mo. 
George K. Burgess, Director Bureau of Standards, Washington, D. C. 
G. C. Dillman, deputy commissioner chief engineer State highway, de

partment, Lansing, Mich. 
A. B. Domonoske, bead School of Mechanical Engineering, Stanford 

University, California. 
Gano Dunn, president J. G. White Engineering Corporation, New 

York City. 
H. F. Dunham civil and hydraulic engineer, 32 West Fortieth Street, 

New York City. 
W. F. Durand, professor emeritus, M. E., Stanford University, Cali

fornia. 
Hubert Engels, professor of hydraulic engineeri~, Technische Hoch

schule, Dresden, Germany. 
A. D. Flinn, secretary Engineering Foundation, 29 West Thirty-ninth 

Street, New York City. 
John R. Freeman, consulting engineer and president Manufacturers' 

Mutual Fire Insurance Co., Providence, R. I. 
J. D. Galloway, consulting engineer First National Bank Building, 

San Francisco, Calif. 
B. F. Groat, consulting engineer, 137 Audubon !Wad, Boston, Mass. 
N. C. Grover, chief hydraulic engineer, United States Geological 

Survey, Washington, D. C. 
C. E. Grunsky, consulting engineer (C. E. Grunsky Co.), 57 Post 

Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
J. L. Hamilton, chief engineer Century Electric Co., 1806 Pine Street, 

St. Louis, Mo. 
1. L. Harrington, consulting engineer (Harrington & Cortelyou), 1004 

Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 
Hon. Herbert Hoover. 
H. E. Howe, editor, Industrial and Engineering Chemistry, Washing-

ton, D. C. • 
E. C. Hutchinson, editor, Power, Tenth Avenue at Thirty-sixth, New 

York City. 
R. D. Johnson, hydraulic engineer, 67 Wall Street, New York City. 
D. S. Kimball, dean College of Engineering, Cornell University, 

Ithaca, N. Y. 
R. A. Kingsland, former president, Engineers Club of San Francisco, 

Calif. 
W. H. Kirkbride, engineer, M. of W., S. P. Co., 65 Market Street, 

San Francisco, Calif. 
Morris Knowles, president and chief engineer Morris Knowles (Inc.), 

Westinghouse Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
0. H. Koch, consulting engineer. (Koch & Fowler), Central Bank 

Building, Dallas, Tex. 
Walter G. Lineberger, former member Rivers and Harbors Commit· 

tee, House of Representatives. 
F. H. Low, McGt·aw Hill Publishing Co., Chicago, Ill. 
W. T. Lyle, profe~or, civil engineering, Washington and Lee Univer

sity, Lexington, Va. 
F. E. Matthes, geologist, United States Geological Surve;y, Washing

ton, D. C. 

Elwood Mead, Director United States Bureau of Reclamation, Wash
ington, D. C. 

Thaddeus Merriman, chief engineer Board of Water Supply, city of 
New York. 

John Millis, colonel, United States Army, 3250 Euclid Avenue, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

L. F. Moody, construction engineer, Cramp Morris Industrials {Inc.), 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Arthur E. Morgan, president Antioch College, Yellow Springs, Ohio. 
H. B. Muckleston, construction engineer, 901 Rogers Building, Van

couver, British Columbia, Canada. 
A. W. Newton, chief engineer Chicago, Burlington & .Quincy Railroad 

Co., 547 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Ill. 
M. P. O'Brien, assistant professor, mechanical engineering, Univer

sity of California, Berkeley, Calif. 
Farley Osgood, consulting engineer, 31 Nassau Street, New York 

City. 
M. M. O'Shaughnessy, city engineer, San Francisco, Calif. 
Charles J. Peck, former president, Detroit Engineering Society, 

Michigan. 
W. B. Powell, treasurer Consolidat ed Packaging Machinery Corpora

tion, 1400 Western Avenue, Buffalo, N. Y. 
G. W. Pracy, superintendent Spring Valley Water Co., San Francisco, 

Calif. 
Hon. JOSEPH E. RANSDELL, Louisiana. 
Calvin W. Rice, secretary American Society of Mechanical Engineers, 

29 West Thirty-ninth Street, New York City. 
A. T. Salford, engineer, Proprietors of Locks and Canals; construction 

hydraulic engineer, Lowell, Mass. 
Thorndike Saville, professor of hydraulics and sanitary engineering, 

University of North Carolina; chief hydraulic engineer North Carolina 
depart men{ of conservation and development, Chapel Hill, N. C. 

G. T. Seabury, secretary American Society of Civil Engineers, 33 West 
Thirty-ninth Street, New York City. 

F. C. Shenehon, construction engineer, Metropolitan Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

L. K. Sherman, president Randolph-Perkins Co., 33 South Clark 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

S. W. Stratton, president Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 
Cambridge. 

F. H. Stephenson, engineer, water system, department of water supply, 
Detroit, Mich. 

Francis Lee Stuart, consulting engineer, 949 Broadway, New York 
City. 

T. U. Taylor, dean of engineering, University of Texas, Austin. 
Max Toltz, consulting engineer, Builders Exchange Building, St. Paul, 

Minn. 
Calvert, Townley, assistant to president, Weatingbonsc Electric & 

Manufacturing Co., New York City. 
K. T. Treschow, secretary Engineers' Society of Western Pennsyl

vania, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
L. W. Wallace, executive secretary, American Engineering Council, 

Washington, D. C. 
G. S. Williams, consulting engineer, Cornwell Building, Ann Arbor, 

Mich. 
James R. Withrow, head of epartment of chemiCRl engineering, Ohio 

State University, Columbus. 
Dennistoun Wood, engineering tests, Southern Pacific Railroad Co., 

San Francisco, Calif. 

The organized elements of the engineering profession are sup
porting the movement to secu1·e a national hydraulic research 
laboratory. This is borne out by the indorsement of the project 
by the following engineering societies: 

American Engineering Council ; American Institute of Chemical Engi
neers; American Institute of Consulting Engineers; AmericaH Institute 
of Electrical Engineers ; American Society of Agricultural Engineers ; 
American Society of Civil Engineers ; American Society of Mechanical 
Engineers ; Detroit Engineering Society ; Duluth Engineet·s' Club ; Engi
neers and Architects Club of Louisville; Engineering Society of New York; 
Engineers' Club of Cincinnati; Engineers' Club of Columbus; EJngineera' 
Club of Philadelphia; Engineers' Club of . St. Louis; Engineers' Club 
of San Francisco; Engineers' Society of Milwaukee; Engineers' Society 
of St. Paul ; Grand Rapids Engineers' Club ; Indiana Engineering So
ciety ; Iowa Engineering Society ; Kansas Engineering Society ; Little 
Rock Engineers' Club; Michigan Engineering Society; Mohawk Valley 
Engineers' Club; New Orleans Chapter, American Association of Engi
neers; Society of Industrial Engineers; Technical Club of Dallas; 
Topeka Engineers' Club; Vermont Society of Engineers; Washington 
Society of Engineers; Western Society of Engineers. 

Many of the university hydraulic laboratories were established 
and are operated primarily for the purpose of giving instruc
tion, and research is only a minor and secon-dary consideration. 
Practically all o-f them are so crowded with work that there is 
little time available for research. 
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The hydraulic problems of to-day entail the expenditure of 

large sums of money even when they are performed with models 
and there is practically no hope for financial remuneration for 
these experiments because they apply to projects under the con
trol of National, State, or municipal governments. There is 
not the spur of private gain that comes from carrying on re
search and making disCoveries as in the case of other lines of 
endeavor. There are four national governmental agencies which 
are greatly concerned with hydraulic problems. ~'hese are the 
War Department, through its Corps of Engineers; Interior De
partment, through the Bureau of Reclamation and water branch 
of the United States Geological Survey; Department of Agricul
ture, through its engineering branch, Bureau of Public Roads; 
and the Department of Commerce, through the Bureau of Stand
ards. All of these departments have testified through their 
representatives of the need of a national hydraulic research 
laboratory. One of the most recent statements of the need for 
a national hydraulic laboratory is that prepared by Mr. R. F. 
Walter, chief engineer, who will have charge of the construc
tion of the Boulder Canyon Dam project. His statement is as 
follows: 

The Bureau of Reclamation respectfully urges the passage of the bill 
providing for the eonstructlon of a national hydraulic laboratory in the 
Bureau of Standards at Washington, because of the great value the 
work done at the laboratory would be to the Government in reducing the 
cost of the works constructed by the Bureau of Reclamation and by 
other organizations of the Federal Government as well a.s because of its 
great economic value to other interests. 

The Bureau of Reclamation has charge of the construction of most 
of the irrigation work carried on by the Federal Government. Up to 
June 30, 1929, it had constructed over 16,000 miles of irrigation ditches 
and drains, nearly 100 dams, reservoirs having a capacity of nearly 
13,000,000 acre-feet, many miles of tunnels and pipe lines, 35 electric 
power plants, and nearly 150,000 canal st.ructures. In securing the most 
efficient design of these works the bureau has been handicapped by the 
lack of an adequate laboratory. 

The design of hydraulic structures until recent years has been almost 
entirely a matter of trial and error. New structures have been largely 
copies .of successful ones already bull±, with perhaps a few new features. 
If the new features were successful they were copied in succeeding 
structures ; if net, they were taken out and a new trial made. This is a 
very expensive method of design, but nevertheless, progress has been 
made. The application of the hydraulic laboratory to the solution of 
design problems during recent years has greatly accelerated the evolu
tion of hydraulic structures and reduced the number of expensive mis
takes. Hydraulic science has been almost entirely built on experimental 
evidence. The observation <1f the actual physical phenomena has pre
ceded the development of the laws controlling them. For many years 

_hydraulic science was confined to the development of the elementary 
principles of hydraulics., and laboratories were used to determine the 
coefficients for the fundamental laws. 

Many of the problems of hydraulics, however, are so complicated 
that they can not be solved by simple applications of elementary laws. 
It gradually came to be- realized that experiments on small models 
would give results comparable with those on full-sized structures, 
and in recent years this has developed into a wonderful tool for the 
use of the engineer. No longer must ihe engineer slavishly follow 
the precedents of past structures, making only minor changes in order 
to avoid the risk of a serious failure. In the laboratory he can try 
out his ideas and know that they will work before the expensive 
work of construction is undertaken. As a result of this method of 
analysis great strides are being made in the hydraulic engineering 
field comparable with the remarkable development made in the field of 
the radio and airplane, as the result of the application of similar 
research methods. 

The Bureau of Reclamation has many problems on wbich it would 
like to make tests by hydraulic laboratory m~thods. For some of 
these no hydraulic laboratory hi the country is suitable ; but a 
properly equipped laboratory in Washington, such as that proposed, 
would be ide-al for the purpose. The great dam on the Colorarlo 
River popularly known as the Boulder Dam, will be designed and 
constructed by this bureau. It will be the highest dam in the world, 
n.nd its design involves many problems, which will require careful 
investigation, as there are no other similar structures to be guided 
by. One of the features which will require extensive hydraulic labora· 
tory studies is the spillway. It is expected that this will be of what 
is known as the shaft type. Tbese spillways are like large funnels 
with long discharge tubes, th~· water spilling from the reservoir 
over the rim of the funnel falling down into the tubes. The rim of 
the funnels will probably be about 150 feet in diameter and the 
shaft, or tubes, 50 feet in diameter. In these tubes the water will 
fall about 525 feet, and the energy which will have to be absorbed 
in case they are ever 11sed to their capacity will be about seven times 
the total power in the falls at Niagara. 

The serious consequences of a mistake in handling this water will 
be readily appreciated. Every effort mW!t be made to solve the problem 

correctly. An hydrnulie laboratory is the only means of obtaining a 
reliable solution and therefore an hydraulic laboratory study must be 
made. Since the laboratory at the Bureau of Standards has not been 
approved, and no other suitable laboratory exists, it will be necessary 
for the Bureau of Reclamation to construct a temporary laboratory 
large enough to work out this and the many other complicated hyd-raulic 
problems involved in the design of the immense Boulder Dam. When 
the experiments for this one project are finished, so large and coiJl
plete a laboratory will not be needed for the sole use of the Bureau 
of Reclamation. Moreover, for this Special work, the bureau will have 
to select from its personnel such men as it can spare for the work at a 
time when there is more than enough for every man to do in the prepa
ration of plans for the gigantic task of building the great dam and canal, 
and hire such additional help as can be secured on a short-time en
gagement. If the laboratory in the Bureau of Standards were in exist
ence, this work could be done there, in a building that was already fully 
equipped and staffed with a complete quota of highly skilled laboratory 
men. In connection with the Boulder Dam project there are a number 
of other hydraulic laboratory studies which must be made in order to 
insure safety. Among these are a study of the effect on the water 
levels at the power house of the high velocity flow from the spillway 
tunnels and of the discharge from the gates which deliver the surplus 
water from the great reservoir. Another problem ou which laboratory 
studies would aid is the design of the intake dam for the All-American 
Canal to prevent the floods flowing over it from scouring the bott<Jm 
below and endangering the structur~. 

There are many other hydraulie studies which the Bureau of Recla
mation would like to undertake but which have so far been prevented by 
lack of funds. Among these are the following : 

A determinati-on of the rating curve and necessary losses on a control 
section weir for measuring the flow in irrigation canals. 

A study of the losses and di,sturbances caused by curves in both open 
and closed channels of various designs. 

A study oi the losses due to bridge piers and abutments, check bents 
and abutments, and hcadworks, piers, and abutments. 

Establishing the rating curve and determining the necessary loss 
through outflow control gates of dUierent types. 

Determining the flow of water over dams, including the shape of the 
nappe and the effect of the velocity of approach. 

A study of the flow in spillway channels parallel to the crest, Including 
a determination of the surface curve, the air content, and the area 
necessary for letting the air under the napf)e. 

A study of chutes to determine the effect of the angle of entrance to 
the basin, the effect of basin length, and of baffles. 

An investigation of the hydraulic jump, to determine the conditions 
under which it will take place and the most feasible methods of con
trolling its occurence. 

The determination of nonsilting and nonsconring velocities in irriga
tion canals. 

The determination of the effect of turbidity and sUt content on 
friction losses in conduits. 

The determination of the hydraulic principles involved in the design 
of siphon spillways. 

A study of disturbances below transitions or other structures and 
determination of methods of controlling such disturbances. 

A study of problems of entrained air in closed conduits. 
Another benefit which the Bureau of Reclamation hopes to receive 

from the establishment of the proposed laboratory is the availability 
of the results of experiments carried on for other parties. Under pres
ent conditions the results of much of the experimental hydraulic work 
that is carried on is never published, not because of any desire to 
keep the results secret but beeause the experiments ha>e served their 
purpose and the sponsors would derive no benefit from the publication 
<1f the results which would justify the necessary expenditure. The 
results of such investigations become available to the bureau only if 
the engineers in charge of the work undertake on their own time to 
prepare an article describing them for some engineering society. Many 
experiments which would be valuable to the bureau are no doubt per· 
formed of which it never hears. If only a part o! these experiments 
were performed by the Bureau of Standards, the results would be avail
able for the use of our organization and material reductions would be 
made possible in the cost of Government works. 

A number of arguments have been advanced against the proposed 
laboratory ; none of these seems to have any justification in fact. 
Most of them result from an entirely erroneous idea of the function and 
methods of a hydraulic laboratnry. Some seem to think that a model 
of a whole river or irrigation system would be built, and when water 
was turned on all the problems of the system could be solved. This iR 
not the case. A laboratory is used to solve a particular problem at a 
particular locality. . It has a particular function, and if used outside 
of that field it will not give successful results, but within that field it 
is indispensable; nothing else can take its place. No labo~tory could 
solve all the problems of a river improvement or an irrigation system, 
but it could solve many of the problems of both ; and because it will 
not solve them all is not a justification of not using it on those problems 
which it will solve. 
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The argument has been advanced that the laboratory should be near 

to the work under construction. This argument is in direct conflict 
with the experience of this bureau. Take, for example, the proposed 
experimental work for the design of the Boulder Dam. This work will 
have to be undertaken in the near future, possibly before there is even a 
railroad to the dam site. It is obvious that no one would install a labora
tory in a remote, inaccessible desert district, such as that surrounding the 
Boulder Dam site, where there would be dozens of drawbacks, in order 
that the experimenters might go out occasionally and see the site of 
the work to get information which they could more easily and accurately 
obtain from looking at a topographic map. It is highly probable that 
the experimental work for this dam will be completed before the con
struction work is well started. 

It is obviously true that if a well-equipped laboratory with a highly 
trained staff of engineers could be made available near at band at the 
same cost as one at a distant point, the former would be better. If 
that result cau not be obtained, however, and it is necessary to choose 
between a makeshift laboratory with unskilled observers on the ground 
and a well-equipped one with highly trained men at a distance, there 
can be no question which is preferable. The expenses of travel and the 
disadvantages of distance are of small moment as compared with the 
advantages of good equipment and skilled personnel, and there can be no 
doubt that a complete laboratory in Washington, with a staff of highly 
trained scientists, would be much preferable to having work done locally. 

A hydraulic laboratory study fs required for the Boulder Dam design. 
Since the proposed laboratory has not been approved, no adequate 
facilities are available. Does this bureau expect to build a laboratory 
at the site of the work? No, indeed! Does it expect to build one in 
Denver, where the design office is located and where nearly all of the 
planning ls being done? No; it expects to build a temporary labot·atory 
on one of the Federal irrigation projects, far from both the site of 
the work and the Denver office, at a point with only a single advantage: 
That there is an ample supply of water available and therefore a 
laboratory can be set up at an expense within the reach of the bureau. 
If it is advantageous to build a laboratory at a remote point, far away 
from the site of the work and the planning organization, because a part 
of the facilities for the laboratory are available there, how mueh more 
advantageous it would be to have a laboratory fully equipped with 
appara~Js a'ild instruments, staffed with a group of skilled men, and 
surrounded by specialists in every field of science, even if it were as 
fat· from the scene of action as Washington, D. C. 

The arguments in favor of a laboratory near the site of the work 
where one can see the local conditions, apply with equal force to the 
design of the structures such as dams, power houses, etc., locally. It 
is the experience of the bureau, however, that t}Jis advantage is not as 
great as that of having a centralized designing office where a force of 
specialists can work, each man in his own particular field, and thus 
bring out a plan, every detail of which is designed by men of wide 
experience in the working out of that detail. When this organization 
was first established much of the design was done locally, but expe
rience bas taught that a central organization is better, in spite of 
the disadvantage of not being near to the work. As a result of this 
experience, practically all the design work on the great Boulder Dam 
project will be carried on in the office of the Bureau of Reclamation in 
Denver, over a thousand miles by railroad away from the Boulder Dam. 
That the advantage of a central designing office is not confined to this 
bureau is shown by the fact that practically all of the large engineer
ing organizations working on widely scattered work have central de
signing offices where all their _plans are worked out. So great is 
the advantage of this system that large construction projects in for
eign countries are frequently designed entirely in this country, largely 
by men who never see the site of the work. 

The impression seems to be held by some that parties desiring the 
solution of hydraulic problems would bring their problems to the labo
ratory and -turn them over to the Bureau of Standards and let them 
work out the problem and bring in a complete engineering design for 
the construction of the proposition under investigation. We do not be
lieve that a hydraulic laboratory has any such function . It is expected 
that the work for the Bureau of Reclamation will be done in constant 
touch with its own engineerS, wlio will supply the viewpoint of the 
designer and constructor of engineering works, while the men of tbe 
Bureau of Standards will supply the expert knowledge of hydraulics 
and the action of flowing water. This will not inYolve a subordination 
of the Bureau of Standards men to the direction of the Bureau of 
Reclamation, o1· vice versa, but rather a cooperation of the two groups 
to bring out results which are sound both from the hydraulic, the 
structural design, and the construction standpoints. 

a doubt. In securing such a material, the Bureau of Standards is 
cooperating with the Bureau of Reclamation in conducting the neces
sary concrete experiments and tests. The problem is not simply being 
turned over to them with instructions to tell us what kind of concrete 
to use. They are supplying the testing facilities and the knowledge of 
laboratory technique and cement, and the engineers of this bureau ure 
supplying the engineering viewpoint and showing its bearing on the 
problem. Between the two organizations a better solution will un
doubtedly be arrived at than either one alone could evolve with its 
personnel and equipment. Similar cooperation between the Bureau of 
Standards and the Bureau of Reclamation, in solving concrete problems 
for other important dams, has frequently been made in the past, and tbl) 
results have always been satisfactory. 

The impression seems to be held by some that the men who would 
have charge of the hydraulic laboratory proposed in the bill would 
not be experienced in the construction of engineering works and, there
fore, would not get the best results. It is the belief of this bureau 
that such is not the case. In the early stages of engineering the knowl
edge regarding it was so limited that one man could cover the whole 
field. 

That ti-me has long since passed. Just as one would not hire a 
criminal lawyer to draw up for him a hlghly technical paper involving 
corporation law, or engage a specialist in digestive disorders to perform 
a delicate operation on his eye, so one would not engage a construction 
specialist to perform his hydraulic experiments. That does not mean 
that the hydraulic experiments should be carried on without the advice 
which the construction man might give, especially on how the designs 
of the structures might be modified to improve the construction condi
tions, but with very rare exceptions it would be equally as fatal to the 
best results to turn a laboratory job over to the construction man as to 
turn a construction job over to a laboratory man. The proper form of 
organization is to have one group of skilled specialists to design the 
works and another group of men experienced in construction to build 
them, with executives over these gl'oups with broad knowledge of both 
to coordinate the two points of view and bring the experience of each 
group to bear on the work of the other in so far as it is pertinent. 
This is the form of organization into which the Bureau of Reclamation 
bas evolved. For the proper performance of the work of this bureau on 
the Boulder Canyon and its other projects it will be necessru.·y to have 
hydraulic experimental work done. If the proposed laboratory is not 
built, the bureau will have to bnild temporary laboratories and staff 
them with the best men which it can secure for work under such 
conditions. For these positions men with experience in experimental 
hydraulic work will be secured, if possible ; not experienced construction 
men. These laboratory men will have the general direction and advice 
of the skilled specialists of the Bureau of Reclamation and also of the 
experienced construction men on points which may bear on their side 
of the work. This work will, therefore, be carried on, in case no 
national laboratory is established, in the same general manner as it 
would be carl'ied with the proposed laboratory. '.rhe only difference 
will be that, unless the proposed bill is passed, the bureau will not have 
the advantage of so complete a laboratory or so skilled a personnel, 
which is a much greater disadvantage than not having the laboratory 
near at hand. 

To reca.pitulate : As the result of its wide experience with hydraulic 
engineering work, the Bureau of Reclamation is convinced that lab
oratory work should be done by laboratory specialists, and to combine 
such work with work of a construction organization would be fatal to 
good results; that such work done under the conditions outlined in the 
proposed bill will produce a much better result than can be secured 
with an equal expenditure for locally constructed hydraulic Jaboratories. 

The Bureau of Reclamation does not fear that WOTk undertaken at 
the proposed laboratory would be used in criticism of plans it may 
make or works it may construct. If the experimental work is carried 
out under the Bureau of Standards the results of the studies will be 
correctly reported. The Bureau of Reclamation always welcomes con
structive criticism· of its work. If experiments madi! by any persons, 
corporations, or other divisions of the Federal Government show where 
the Bureau of Reclamation can improve its plans, the Bureau of Recla
mation is anxious that the results of such experiments be made 
available. 

For the reasons herein stated, the Bureau of Reclamation again re
spectfully urges the passage of the bill for a national hydraulic 
laboratory. 

There is hardly a man, woman , or child in the United States 
who is not concerned with the increase in knowledge of hy
draulics. Industry desires additional fundamental knowledge 

The Bureau of Standards is already cooperating with this bureau upon this subject. This demand comes from such industrial 
in its work on t}le Boulder Dam. This structure, which will be nearly corporations as pump manufacturers, hydraulic turbine manu
twice as high as any dam now in existence, will contain over three facturers, water-works supply manufacturers, hydraulic in
times the volume of concrete in the immense Muscle Shoals Dam a.nd strument manufacturers, hydroelectric power and utility com
power house. On account of the great height of the Boulder Dam panie . .All of tllese will be benefited by any additional light 
and the vast ~ol~me of water_ stored in the resen-oir formed by it, the 1 which will be thrown upon their problems by researches to be 
concrete used m 1ts construction must be sound beyond the shadow of 1 carried on iu the National Hydraulic ~esearch Laboratory. 
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THE VALUJD OF UNITY 

There is great value in having the efforts O'f the Federal Gov
ernment along hydraulic research lines unified. Not that the 
various governmental agencies named above will cease their 
efforts to increase their knowledge and carry on experiments of 
their own in the field. This should and will continue, but there 
will be one central agency which will act as a storehouse of 
knowledge upon the subject of experimental researches. Here 
every governmental agency interested may go and ascertain the 
very latest upon the subject of hydraulics, and the hundreds of 
special problems which are adaptable to a laboratory study may 
be brought to a specially trained and qualified personnel for 
assistance. 

There is definite evidence that (see Ways to National Pros
perity, by 0. E. Grunsky, W. Neale, New York, 1929) many of 
our I_eaders are convinced that to expend money from the 
National Treasury for scientific research is a great boon to the 
country. It provides work for men and these workers are not 
placed in competition with those already .producing. Instead it 
offers an additional means for securing further information, 
further discoveries which will lighten the burdens of the human 
race and lift our civilization. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled joint resolution of the House of the follow
ing title,. which was thereupon signed by the Speaker : 

- H. J. Res. 205. Joint resolution to provide for the expenses 
of participation by the United States in the International Fur 
Trade Exhibition and Congress to be held in Germany in 1930. 

The SPEAKER also announced his signature to an enrolled 
bill of the Senate of the following title : 

S. 3579. An act authorizing a per capita p~yment to the Sho
shone and Arapahoe Indians. 

.ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Bouse do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
19 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs
day, March 20, 19&0, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled t(}r Thursday, March 20, 1930, as 
reported to the fioor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(10.30 a.m.) 
Legislative appropriation bill 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL .AFFAIRS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To consider private bills. 

COM.MI'ITEE ON MILI'l'ARY .A.FF AIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To consider proposals concerning legislation on Muscle Shoals. 

COMMI'ITEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

(10 a. m.) 
Proposing an amendment to the 'Constitution of the United 

States (H. J. Res. 114, H. J. Res. 11, H. J. Res. 38). 
Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the 

Constitution (H. J. Res. 99). 
Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States providing for a referendum on the eighteenth amendment 
thereof (H. J. Res. 219) . 

Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States (H. J. Res. 246). 

ElX.IDCUTIVID COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
373. Under clau e 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre

tary of War., transmitting report of an accumulation of papers 
which aTe not needed in the tr~saction of public business and 
have no permanent value or historical interest was taken from 
~ Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Disposi
tion of Useless Executive Papers. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS .AND 
RIDSOL UTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

H. R. 3246. A bill to authorize the sale of the ~vernment 

property acquired :for a post-office site in Akron, Ohio; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 932}. Referred to the Committee of tho 
Whole H ouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. 10416. .A bill to provide better facilities for-the enforce
ment of the customs and immigration laws; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 933). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. 10652. .A bill to authorize the Secretary of Commerce to 
purchase land and to construct buildings and facilities suitable 
for radio research investigations ; without amendment ( Rept. 
No. 934). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Bouse on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York: Committee on .Agriculture. H. R. 
10877. .A bill authorizing appropriations to be expended under 
the provisions of sections 4 to 14 of the act o:f March 1, 1911, 
entitled ".An act to enable any State to cooperate with any other 
State or States, or with the United States, for the protection of 
the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a commis
sion :for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of conserving 
the navigability of navigable rivers," as amended; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 939). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLTON: Committee on Roads. H. R. 7585. .A bill to 
amend the act entitled ".An act to provide that the United States 
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and 
for other purposes," approved July 11, 1916, as amended and 
supplemented, and for other purposes ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 940). Referred to the cOmmittee of the Whole 
Bouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MICHENER: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 3371. An 
act to amend section 88 of the Judicial Code, as amended; with· 
out amendment (Rept. No. 941). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 5410. A 
bill authorizing the Secretary of .Agriculture to enlarge tree
planting operations on national forests of the Rocky Moun· 
tains, and for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 942). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union_ 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian .Affairs. B. R. 10879 . 
.A bill directing the Secretary of the Interior to investigate re
imbursable charges against Indian tribes, and for other pur
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 943). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole H(}use on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS .AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIL 
Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 3764. .A bill for 

the relief of Ruban W. Riley; with amendment (Rept. No. 935). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HARE : Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 9198 . 
.A bill to remove cloud as to title of lands at Fort Lyt tleton, 
S. C.; without amendment (Rept. No. 937). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BUTLER: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 10174. 
A bill authorizing the sale of a ~in tract of land in the State 
of Oregon to the Klamath irrigation district; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 938). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval .Affairs. H. R. 3022. 
A bill to provide for the advancement on the retired list of the 
Navy of George Dewey Hilding; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 944). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval .Affairs. H. R. 3610. 
A bill for the relief of William Geravis Hill; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 945). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. LINTHICUM: Committee on Foreign .Affairs. H. R. 
10865. .A bill to anthorize Brig. Gen. William S. Thayer, Aux
iliary Officers' Reserve Corps, and Brig. Gen. William H. 
Welch, Auxiliary Officers' Reserve Corps, to accept the award~ 
of the French Legion of Honor; without amendment (Rept. No. ' 
946). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS .AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRITTEN : A bill (H. R. 10931) to amend the act 

entitled ".An act to authorize the construction and procurement 
of aircraft and aircraft equipment in the Navy and Marine 
Corps, and to adjust and define the status of the operating per· 
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sonnel in connection therew·ith," approved June 24, 1926, with 
reference to the number of enlisted pilots in the Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 10932) for the relief of 
homeless and destitute Chippewa Indians in F u:Le&t, Langlade, 
and Oneida Counties, Wis. ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN: A bill (H. R. 10933) authorizing and direct
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain a 
naval-stores station in Florida; to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10934) to 
amend the act entitled "An act making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1917, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes," ap
proved April 17, 1917 ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10935) to provide 
for students' collections in the libraries for the blind and au
thorizing appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Educa
tion. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 10936) to incorporate the 
National Society-Army of the Philippines as a body corporate 
and politic of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
Disb.·ict of Columbia. 

By :Mr. BLACK: A resolution (H. Res. 189) to investigate 
the Narcotic Bureau; to the Committee on Rules. 

By l\Ir. WOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 274) making an 
appropriation for participation by the United States in the In
ternational Conference for the Codification of International Law 
to be held at The Hague in 1930; to the Committee on Appropri
ations. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 10937) for the relief of 

William G. Leach; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CLAGUE: A bill (H. R. 10938) for the relief of 

Harry W. Ward; to the Committee on Claims. 
By 1\fr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 10939) for the relief of 

Mary A. Ford ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 10940) for the relief of 

Thomas F. McVeigh; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 10941) for the relief of 

Joseph B. Lynch; to the Committee o-n Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. EVANS of California: A bill (H. R. 10942) for the 

relief of Joe Andrews Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10943) granting an increase 

of pension to Arlenia Wester; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Mary 
Booher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10945) granting a pension to Nancy 
Dean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10946) granting a pension to Moses Wil
son ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 10947) granting a pension to 
Ada E. Milroy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 10948) granting an irtcrease 
of pension to Rozella J. Lloyd; to the Committee on Invali~ 
Pensio-ns. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10949) granting an increase 
of pension to Minnie B. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 10950) granting an increase of 
pension to Cora B. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10951) granting an increase of pension to 
Eve M. Dibert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANLOVE : A bill (H. R. 10952) granting an increase 
of pension to San.itha J. Raborn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H. R. 10953) for the relief of Robert 
n. Duffey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10954) for the relief of Mabel Williams; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 10955) granting an 
increase of pension to Clara Crandall; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pension . 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 10956) gt•anting a pension to 
Emily J. Foust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10957) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Paige; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 
10958) granting an increase of pension to Mary S. WeeklP.y; to 
the .Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIHL:MAN: A bill (H. R. 10959) granting an increase 
of pension to Ella E. Tasker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
5845. By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of 24 residents of Industry, 

Ill., urging support of the Stalker House Joint Reso-lution 20. 
providing for an amendment to the United States Constitution to 
cut out the approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from 
the count of the population of the Nation for apportionment of 
Congressm~n ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5846. By Mr. BAIRD : Petition of Bellevue Aerie, No. 490, 
F.raternal Order of Eagles, in favor of Senate bill 3257; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

5847. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of citizens of New York (not 
members or the United Spanish War Veterans or allied organi
zations), to grant inerease of pension as provided in House bill 
2562 to veterans who fought against Spain in 1898 and to those 
who engaged in the Philippine insurrection and the China relief 
expedition in 1900 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5848. By l\Ir. BOYLAN: Letter from the P.resident of the 
Visugraphic Pictures (Inc.), New Yo.rk City, protesting against 
the Hudson bill (H. R. 9986) ; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

5849. By Mr. BURTl\TESS : Petition of Acacia Lodge, No. 4, 
Ancient Free and Accepted Maso-ns, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., 
urging the passage of legislation for the creation of a Federal 
department of education; to the Committee on Education. 

5850. By 1\Ir. CRAMTON: Petition signed by Duncan Battel 
and 81 other residents of the county of Tuscola, Mich., urging 
the rate of 3 cents on beans as recentfy passed by the Senate in 
the pending tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5851. Also, petition of Akron Grange, Tuscola County, Mich., 
in favor of the export debenture amendment to the pending 
tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5852. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Oklahoma 
Retail Merchants' Furniture Association, Oklahoma City, Okla., 
making protest against Ransdell Senate resolution raising im
port duty on African palm fiber to 4 cents per pound; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

5853. Also, petition o-f Muskogee Mill & Elevator Co., Musko
gee, Okla., urging support of Strong bill, H. R. 5634 ; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

5854. Also, petition of J. C. Wolke, Fitzsimons General Hos
pital, Denver, Colo., urging Rankin bill, H. R. 7825, be released 
from committee for consideration; to the Committee on World 
\Var Veterans' Legislation. 

5855. Also, petition of Brazos River conservation and recla
mation district, Austin, Tex., in support of fiood control; to the 
Committee on Flood ControL 

5856. Also, petition of president, Eagle Motor Tours (Inc.), 
Boston, Mass., urging change in House bill 10288; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5857. Also, petition of members of Otoe and Missouri Tribe of 
Indians, Red Rock, Okla., requesting Government appropriation 
be made to repair Indian farmer's residence, etc.; to the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

5858. Also, petitio-n of Rev. W. Voogden, protesting against 
suggested duty on crude beeswax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

5859. By Mr. HOCH: Petition of sundry citizens of Olpe, 
Kans., and vicinity, urging speedy consideration and passage of 
Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased 
rate;; of pension to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

5860. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Samuel Milbourn and 
58 other residents of Eaton County, Mich., for increase of pen
sions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5861. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of members of the Sixteenth 
Engin~rs' Post, No. 582, Veterans of ForPio'll Wars of the 
United States, Detroit, Mich., urging that .t:Iouse bill 7389 be 
enacted to immediateliy pay the face value of the adjusted
compen ·ation certificates; to the Cummittee on Ways and 
Means. 

5862. Also, petition of the ~ptist Ministers' Conference of 
Chicago, Ill., urging the early and favorable consideration of 
House bill 9986, which b;il would establish Federal supervision 
of the motion-picture industry; to the Committee on Interstate 
aP<! Foreign Commerce. 
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5863. By Mr. KURTZ: Petition of citizens of Altoona, Blair 

County, Pa., urging speedy action and favorable consideration 
of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

5864. Also, petition of citizens· of Hollidaysburg, Pa., and 
vicinity, urging speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562 ·; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5865. By Mrs. LANGLEY: Petition of John W. Ross, Elzy 
Hart, B. F. Collins, and 59 other citizens of Letcher County, 
urging the speedy consideration and early passage of Senate 
bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of 
pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the 
United States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee 
on Pensions. -

5866. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the United Retail Gro
cers' Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., expressing itseli as unani
mously in favor of House bill 11, known as the price mainte
nance bill. This organization further declares that it will 
benefit individual storekeepers and eliminate ruinous competi
tion ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5867. By Mr. McKEOWN: Petition of James W. McCutcheon 
and other citizens of Pontotoc County, Okla., urging immediate 
action on House bill 2562 providing for increased rates of pen
sion for veterans of Spanish War period; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

5868. By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Petition of. the First National 
Bank of Chesterhill, Ohio; the First National Bank of McCon
nelsville, Ohio; and the Malta National Bank of Malta, Ohio, 
favoring the amendment of the Fede£al reserve bank act in 
order that a more equitable distribution of the Federal reserve 
banks may be secured; to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

5869. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS : Petition of Jesse H. Cox 
and 115 registered voters of St. Louis County, Mo., urging 
speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and House 
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men 
who served in the armed forces of the .Spanish-American War; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

5870. By Mr. OLIVER, of Alabama: Petition of citizens of 
Sumter County, sixth district, Ala., favoring.. Senate bill 476 
and House bill 2562, granting increase of pensions to SpaniBh
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5871. By Mr. QUAYLE: Petition of the Fourteenth New 
York Infantry Post, No. 857, American Legion, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of the Rankin bill, (H. R . 7825); to the 
Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

5872. Also, petition of the United Retail Grocers' Association 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 11, the 
price maintenance bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

5873. Also, petition of National Bridge Works, Long Island 
City, N.Y., favoring the passage of the Capper-Kelly bill, H. R. 
11; to the Committee. 011: Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5874. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of Charles H. Schim
mell and others, of Evansville, Ind., that Congress enact into 
law at this session legislation providing f()r increased rates of 
pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the 
United States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

5875. By Mr. SEGER: Memorial of W. H. Gould and eight 
other residents ot Clifton, N. J., urging further restriction of 
lmmigration ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali
zation. 

5876. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Warren Women's Club of 
Wan·en, Minn., unanimously in favor. of Federal supervision of 
motion pictw·es to establish higher standards in that industry; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5877. Also, petition ()f city of St. Paul, Minn., urging favor. 
able consideration of House bill 8976, to give veterans of Indian 
wars benefit of Indian pension act; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

5878. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 36 citizens of 
Columbus, Ohio, urging passage of House bill 2562, proposing 
increased allowances for veterans of the Spanish War; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

5879. By Mr. SWING: Petition of Daniel A. Oldhem· and 62 
citizens of Elsinore, Calif., urging the adoption of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5880. By Mr. WALKER : Petition of 70 citizens of Mercer 
County, Ky., urging Congress to pass Senate bill 476 and House 
bill 2562, providing for in<!reased pension for Spanish War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5881. By Mr: WIDTLEY: Petition of citizens of Rochester, 
N. Y., indorsing House C<>ncurrent Resolution 20, protesting 
against religious persecution in Soviet Russia ; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

5882. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y!.J urging 
passage of legislation to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

5883. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging 
passage of House bill 7884 to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the 
District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District ot 
Columbia. · 

5884. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., indorsing 
House bill 7884 to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the District 
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5885. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging 
passage of House bill 7884 to prohibit vivisection of dogs in 
the District of Columbia ; to the C()mmi.ttee on the District of 
Columbia. -

5886. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., indorsing 
House bill 7884, to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5887. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging 
passage of House bill 2562, to provide increased pensions for 
veterans o:t the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

5888. By Mr. WOLFENDEN: Petition signed by residents of 
Phoenixville, Pa., urging the passage of House bill 2562, provid
ing for increased rates of pension for Spanish-American War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5889. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of the 
Lewis County (W.Va.) Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
urging, through resolutions adopted in a county meeting held at 
Weston, signed by Daisy Reger, president, and Margaret Jack
son, secretary, Congress to enact a law providing for the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures to insure higher standards of 
pictures before production; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

5890. By Mr. ~ON: Petition of Mrs. P. F. Robbins, Mrs. W. A. 
. Erwin., Mrs. T. E. Hendrix, Mrs. E. G. Hernandez, Mrs. S. E. 
Lalla.n, Miss Wilbern Fallow, and others, of Pensacola, Escambia 
County, Fla., urging the passage of the Robsion-Capper free 
public school bill ; to the Committee on Education. 
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